Google 



This is a digital copy of a book that was preserved for generations on library shelves before it was carefully scanned by Google as part of a project 
to make the world's books discoverable online. 

It has survived long enough for the copyright to expire and the book to enter the public domain. A public domain book is one that was never subject 
to copyright or whose legal copyright term has expired. Whether a book is in the public domain may vary country to country. Public domain books 
are our gateways to the past, representing a wealth of history, culture and knowledge that's often difficult to discover. 

Marks, notations and other marginalia present in the original volume will appear in this file - a reminder of this book's long journey from the 
publisher to a library and finally to you. 

Usage guidelines 

Google is proud to partner with libraries to digitize public domain materials and make them widely accessible. Public domain books belong to the 
public and we are merely their custodians. Nevertheless, this work is expensive, so in order to keep providing this resource, we have taken steps to 
prevent abuse by commercial parties, including placing technical restrictions on automated querying. 

We also ask that you: 

+ Make non- commercial use of the files We designed Google Book Search for use by individuals, and we request that you use these files for 
personal, non-commercial purposes. 

+ Refrain from automated querying Do not send automated queries of any sort to Google's system: If you are conducting research on machine 
translation, optical character recognition or other areas where access to a large amount of text is helpful, please contact us. We encourage the 
use of public domain materials for these purposes and may be able to help. 

+ Maintain attribution The Google "watermark" you see on each file is essential for informing people about this project and helping them find 
additional materials through Google Book Search. Please do not remove it. 

+ Keep it legal Whatever your use, remember that you are responsible for ensuring that what you are doing is legal. Do not assume that just 
because we believe a book is in the public domain for users in the United States, that the work is also in the public domain for users in other 
countries. Whether a book is still in copyright varies from country to country, and we can't offer guidance on whether any specific use of 
any specific book is allowed. Please do not assume that a book's appearance in Google Book Search means it can be used in any manner 
anywhere in the world. Copyright infringement liability can be quite severe. 

About Google Book Search 



Google's mission is to organize the world's information and to make it universally accessible and useful. Google Book Search helps readers 
discover the world's books while helping authors and publishers reach new audiences. You can search through the full text of this book on the web 

at http : / /books . qooqle . com/ 



VINDICATION 

O F 

SOME PASSAGES 

IN THE 

Fifteenth and Sixteenth Chapters 

or THE 

History of the Decjline and Fall 
of the Roman Empire. 

[Price as. 6d.] 



Digitized by 



Digitized by 



Google 



VI N D I C A T I O N 



O F 

SOME PASSAGES 

IN THE 

Fifteenth and Sixteenth Chapters 

Or THE 

History of the Decline and Fall of 
the Roman Empire. 



BY THE AUTHOR. 



LONDON: 

PRINTEP FOR W. STRAHAN ; AND T. CADELL, 
IN THE STRAND. 
MDCCLXXIX. 



Digitized by 




Digitized by 



£ i ] 



A 

VlNDlCATIONi 



PERHAPS it may be neceflary tb irw 
form the Public, that not long fince an 
Examination of the Fifteenth and Six- 
teenth Chapters of the Hiftory of the Decline 
and Fall of the Roman Empire Was publiflied 
by Mr. Davis. He ftyles himfelf a Bachelor 
of Arts, and a Member of Baliol College in the 
Univerfity of Oxfordi His title-page is a de- 
claration of war* and in the profecution of his 
religious crufade* he affumes a privilege of 
difregarding the ordinary laws which are re- 
fpefted in the moft hoftile tranfadlions between 
civilised men or civilized nations. Some of 
the harflieft epithets m the Englifli language 
are repeatedly applied to the hifiorian, a part 
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of whofc work Mr. Davis has chofen for the 
objeft of his criticifm. To this author Mr* 
Davis imputes the crime of betraying the con- 
fidence and feducing the faith of thole reader*, 
who may heedlefsly ftray in the flowery paths 
of his di&ion, without perceiving the poifonous 
fnake that lurks concealed in the graft. Lattt 
unguis in bcrbd. The Examiner has affumed the 
province of reminding them of €S the unfair 
" proceedings of fuch an infidious friend, who 
" offers the deadly draught in a golden cup, 
€€ that they may be lefs fenfible of the danger 
cc In order to which, Mr. Davis has fele&ed 
" feveral of the more notorious instances of his 
" mifreprefentation6 and errors ; reducing them 
(C to their refpeftive heads, and fubjoining a 
" long lift of almoft incredible inaccuracies : 
f f and fuch linking proofs of ferviie plagiarifm, 
" as the world will be furprifed to meet with 
" in an author who puts in fo bold a claim to 
cc originality and extenfive reading 2 ?" Mr* 
Davis profecutes this attack through an o&avo 
volume of not lefs than two hundred and eighty- 
four pages with the fame implacable fpirit, per- 
petually charges his adverfary with perverting 
the ancicms, and tranferibing the moderns j 
and- inconfiftently enough imputes to him the 
oppofite crimes of art and careleflhefs, of grofs 

1 Davb, Preface, p. u. * Ibid. Preface, p. iii. 
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ignorance and of wilful falfehood. The Exa- 
miner clofes his work 3 with a feverc reproof of 
thofc feeble critics who have allowed ahy fhare 
of knowledge to an odious antagonift. He pre- 
fumes to pity and to condemn the firft hiftorian 
of the prcfent age, for die generous approba^ 
tion which he had beftowed on a writer who is 
content that Mr. Davis lhould be his enemy, 
whilft he has a right to name Dr. Robertfoft 
for his friend. 

When I delivered to the world the Firft Vo- 
lume of an important Hiftory, in which I had 
been obliged to conneft the progrefs of Chrif- 
/ tianity with the civil ftate and revolutions of 
the Roman Empire, I could not be ignorant 
that the refult of my inquiries might offend the 
intereft of fome and the opinions of others. If 
the whole work was favourably received by the 
Public, I had the more reafon to expeft that 
this obnoxious part would provoke the zeal 
of thofe who confider themfclves as the 
Watchmen of the Holy City. Thefe expecta- 
tions were not difappointed j and a fruitful 
crop of Anfwers, Apologies, Remarks, Exa- 
minations, &c» fprung up with all convenient 
fpeed. As foon as I faw the advertifement, I 
generally fent for them ; for I have never af- 
fefted, indeed I have never underftood, th* 

3 Davis, p. 282, 283. 

B 2 ftoical 
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^toical apathy, the proud contempt of critir 
pifm, which fome authors have publicly pro T 
feffed. Fame is the motive^ it is the reward, 
pf our labours ; nor c^q I eafily coipprehend 
jiow it is poffible that we fliould remain cold 
^nd indifferent with regard to the attempt^ 
which are made to deprive us of the raoft va- 
luable objeft of our poffeffions, or at leaft of 
our hopes. Befides this ftrong and natural 
ijnpulfe of curiofity, I was prompted by the 
more laudable defire of applying to my owq, 
and the public, benefit, the well-grounded r cen^ 
lures of a learned adyerfaryj and of corredting 
thofe faults which the indulgence of vanity and 
friendftiip had fuffered to efcape without obser- 
vation. I read with attention feveral criticilms 
which were publilhed againft the Two laftChap- 
ters of my Hiftory, and unlefs I much deceive 
myfelf, I weighed them in my own mind with T 
out prejudice and without refentment. After 
I had clearly fatisfied myfelf that their principal 
objections were founded on mifreprefentation or 
miftake, I declined with fincere and difintc- 
refted reludtance the odious taflc of controverfy, 
and a^oft formed a tacit refolution of com- 
mitting my intentions, my writings, and my 
adverfaries to the judgment of the Public, of 
whofe favourable difpofition I had received the 
jnoft flattering propfs. 

The 
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The reafons which juftified my filence were 
pbvious and forcible: the refpe&able nature of 
the fubjeft itfelf, which ought not to be lightly 
violated by the rude hand of controverfy ; thp 
inevitable tendency of difpute, which foon de- 
generates into minute and perfonal altercation ; 
the indifference of the Public for the difcuffion 
of fuch queftions as neither relate to the bufi r 
1iefc nor the amufement of the prefent age. I 
calculated the poffibk lofs of temper and the 
certain lofs of time, and confidered, that while 
I was laboriwifly engaged in a humiliating tafk, 
which could add nothing to my own reputa- 
tion, or to the entertainment of my readers, I 
muft interrupt the profecution of a work which 
claimed my whole attention, and which the 
Public, or at lpaft my friends, feemed to re- 
quire with fome impatience at my hands. The 
judicious lines of Dr. Young fometimes offered 
themfelyes to my memory, and I felt the truth 
of his obfervatipn, That every author lives or 
dies by his own pen, and that the unerring 
fentence of Time afligns its proper rank to every 
compofition and to every criticifm, which it 
preferyes from oblivion. 

I fhould have confulted my own eafe, and 
perhaps I lhould have adted in ftrifter confor- 
mity to the rules of prudence, if I had ftill 
perfevered in patient filence. But Mr. Davis 
may, if he pleafes, aflume the merit of extort- 
ing 
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ing from mc the notice which I had refufed to 
more honourable foes. I had declined the 
ponfidcration of their literary Objc8io*$\ but he 
triLfdU trvtcohas compelled me to give an anfwer to K\%jxsmL 
A vA Accufations. Had he confined himfelf to the 
ordinary, and indeed obfolete charges of impi- 
ous principles, and criminal intentions, I fhould 
have acknowledged with readinefs and pleafure 
that the religion of Mr. Davis appeared to be 
yery different from mine. Had he contented 
himfelf with the ufe of that ftyle which decency 
and politenefs have banifhed from the more 
liberal part of mankind, I fhould have fmilcd, 
perhaps with fomc contempt, but without the 
leaft mixture of anger or refentment. Every 
animal employs the note, or cry, or howl, 
which is peculiar to its fpecies ; every man ex- 
prefles himfelf in the dialed the mod congenial 
to his temper and inclination, the molt fami- 
liar to the company in which he has lived, and 
to the authors with whom he is converfant; 
and while I was difpofed to, allow that Mr. 
Davis had made fome proficiency in Ecclefi- 
aftical Studies, I fhould have confidered the 
difference of our language and manners as an 
unfurmountablc bar of feparatiqn between us. 
Mr. Davis has overleaped that bar ? a^d forces 
me to contend with him on the very dirty 
ground which he has chofen for the fcene <£ 
i put 
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our combat. He has judged, I know not with 
how much propriety, that the fupport of a caufe, 
which would difclaim fuch unworthy afliftance, 
depended pn the ruin of my moral and literary 
chara&er. The different mifreprefentations* 
of which he has drawn out the ignominious ca- 
talogue, would materially affedt my credit as 
an hiftorian, my reputation as a fcholar, and 
even my honour and veracity as a gentleman. 
If I am indeed incapable of underftanding 
what I read, I can no longer claim a place 
among thofe writers who merit the efteem and 
confidence of the Public. If I am capable of 
wilfully perverting what I underftand, I no 
longer deferve to live in the fociety of thofe 
men, who confider a ftridt and inviolable ad^ 
hcrence to truth, as the foundation of every 
thing that is virtuous or honourable in human 
nature. At the fame time, I am not infenfible 
that his mode of attack has given a tranfient 
pleafure to my enemies, and a tranfient uneafi- 
nefs to my friends. The fize of his volume, 
the boldnefs of his aflertions, the acrimony of 
his ftyle, are contrived with tolerable fkill to 
confound the ignorance and candour of his 
readers. There are few who will examine the 
truth or juftice of his accufations ; and of thofe 
perfons who have been direfted by their edu- 
cation to the ftudy of ecclefiaftical antiquity, 

many 
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many will believe, or will affeA to beiievej 
that the fuccefs of their champion lias beeii 
tqual to his zeal, and that the ferpent pierced 
with an hundred wounds lies expiring at his 
feet. Mr. Davis's book will ceafe to be read 
(perhaps the grammarians may already reproacK 
me for the ufe of ah improper tenfe) ; but thd 
oblivion towards which it feems to be haften^ 
ing, will afford the more ample fcope for the 
artful pra&ices of thofe, who may not fcruple 
to affirm, or rather to infinuate, that Mr. 
Gibbon was publickly convi&ed of falfehood 
and mifreprefentation ; that the evidence pro- 
duced againfi: him was unartf^efable j and tha^ 
his filence was the effeft and the pfoof of con- 
fcious guilt. Under the hinds of a malicious 
H furgeon, the fting of a wafp may continue td 
fefter and inflame, long after the vexatious 
little infeft has left its venom and its life in thd 
wound. 

The defence of my own honour is undoubt- 
edly the firft and prevailing motive which urges 
me to repel with vigour an unjuft and unpro- 
voked attack; and to undertake a tedious 
vindication, which, after the perpetual re- 
petition of the vaineft and molt difgufting 
of the pronouns, will only prove that / 
am innocents and that Mr. Davis, in his 
charge, has very frequently fubfcribed hi* 

OWA 
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bwn condemnation. And yet I may prefunld 
to affirm, that the Public have forhe intereft in 
this controverfy. They have fome intereft to 
know whether the writer whom they have ho- 
noured with their favour is deferring of their 
confidence, whether they muft content thenri- 
felves with reading the Hiftory of the Decline 
and Fall of the Roman Empire as a tak amufing 
enougb y or whether they may ventufe to receive 
it as a fair and authentic hiftory. /the geheral 
perfuafion of mankind, that where much has 
been positively aflerted, fometbing muft be tru£, 
may contribute to encourage a fecret fufpicion, 
which would naturally diffufe itfelf over the 
whole body of the work. Some of thofe friendi 
who may now tax me with imprudence for 
taking this public notice bf Mr. Davis's book, 
have perhaps already condemned me for filently 
acquiefcing under the weight of fuch ferious, 
fuch dire£t, and fuch circumftantial imputa- 
tions. 

Mr. Davis* who in the laft page of his 4 Work 
appears to have recollected that modefty is an 
amiable and ufefui qualification, affirms, that 
his plan required only that he ftiould confute 
the authors to whom he was direfted by my 
references ; and that the judgment of riper 

4 Davis, p. 28^. 

C yean 
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years waJ not fo neceffary to enable him to 
execute with fuccefs the pious labour to which 
he had devoted his pen. Perhaps before we 
Yeparate, a moment to which I moft fervently 
afpire, Mr. Davis may find that a mature judg- 
.ment is indifpeniably fcequifite for the fuccefsful 
execution of any work of literature, and more 
elpecially of criticifm. Perhaps he will dif- 
cover, that a young ftudent who haftily con- 
fults an unknown author, on a fubje£t with 
which he is unacquainted, cannot always be 
guided by the moft accurate reference to the 
knowledge of the fcnfe, as well as to the fight 
of the patfage which has been quoted by his 
adverfary. Abundant proofs of thefe maxims 
will hereafter be fuggefted. For the prefent, 
1 fhall only remark, that it is my intention to 
purfuc in my defence the order, or rather 
the coude, which Mr. Davis has marked out 
in his Examination ; and that I have num- 
bered the feveral articles of my impeachment 
according to the moft natural divifion of the 
fubjeft. And now let me proceed on this 
hoftile march over a dreary and barren defert, 
where thirft, hunger, and intolerable weari- 
nefs, are much more to be dreaded, than the 
arrows of the enemy. 

I. "The 
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i. 

" The remarkable mode of quotation which ^ 0TA - 

* TIOMS I If 

" Mr. Gibbon adopts muft immediately ftrike 
" every one who turns to his notes. He fame- 
<c times only mentions the author, perhaps the 
" book and often leaves the reader the toil 
" of finding out, or rather gueffing at the p&f- 
u fage. The policy, however, is not without 
" its defign and ufe. By endeavouring to de- 
" privc us of the means of comparing him with 
u the authorities he cites, he flattered himfelf, 
" no doubt, that he might fafely have recourfe 
u to mifreprefentation 5 ." Such is the ftyle of 
Mr, Davis j who in another place 6 mentions 
this mode of quotation cf as a good artifice to 
" efcape dete&ion j" and applauds, with an 
agreeable irony, his own labours in turning 
over a few pages of the Theodofian Code, 

I fhall not defcend to animadvert on the rude 
and illiberal ftrain of this paflage, and I will 
frankly own that my indignation is loft in aito- 
niflxment. The Fifteenth and Sixteenth Chap- 
ters of my Hiftory are illuftrated by three 
hundred and eighty- three Notes j and the 
nakednefs of a few Notes, which are not ac- 
companied by any quotation, is amply com- 
penfated by a much greater number, which 
contain, two, three, or perhaps four,diftin& 

5 Pavis, Preface, p. ii. * Id. p. 230. 

C i references i 
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i references ; fo that upon the whole my ftock 
of quotations which fupport and juftify my 
fa&s cannot amount to lefs than eight hundred 
or a thoufand. As I had often felt the incon- 
venience of the loofe and general method of 
quoting which is fo falfely imputed to me, I 
have carefully diftinguilhed the books, the chap- 
ter s> the feffionSy the pages of the authors to 
whom I referred, with a degree of accuracy and 
attention, which might claim fome gratitude, 
as it has feldom been fo regularly pradifed by 
any hiftorical writers. And here I muftxon- 
fefs fome obligation to Mr. Davis, who, by 
flaking my credit and his own on a circum- 
ftance fo obvious and palpable, has given me 
fo early an opportunity of fiibmitting the merits 
of our caufe, or at leaft of our characters, to 
the judgment of the Public. Hereafter, 
when I am fummoned to defend myfelf 
againft the imputation of mifquoting the text, 
or mifreprefenting the fenfe of a Greek or La- 
tin author, it will not be in my power to com- 
municate the knowledge of the languages, or 
tjie pofleffion of the books, to thofe readers 
who may be deftitute either of one or of the 
other, and the part which they are obliged to 
take between aflertions equally ftrong and per- 
emptory, may fometimes be attended with 
doubt and limitation. But in the prefent in- 

ftance* 
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stance, every reader who will give:himfelf tbt 
trouble of confulting the Firft Volume of my 
Hiftory, is a competent judge of the queftion. 
I exhort, I folicit him to run his eye down 
the columns of Notes, and to count bow many 
of the quotations are minute and particular, 
how few are vague and general. When he has 
fatisfied himfelf by this eafy computation, 
there is a word which may naturally fuggeft it- 
felf 5 an epithet, which I fhould be forry either 
to deferve or ufe ; the boldnefs of Mr. Davis's 
^ffertion, and the confidence of my appeatvrill 
tempt ? nay, perhaps, will force him to apply 
that epithet either to one or to the other of the 
?dverfe parties. / 

I have confeffed that a critical eye may dis- 
cover fome loofe and general references ; but as 
they bear a very inconfiderable proportion to thp 
whole mafs, they cannot fupport, or even ex- 
f ufe a falfe and ungenerous accufation, which 
muft refleflr difhonour either on the objedl or 
on the author of it. If the examples in which 
I have occafionally deviated from my ordinary 
pra&ice were fpecified and examined, I am 
perfuaded that they might always be fairly attri- 
buted to fome one of the following reafons. 
i. In fome rare inftances, which \ have never 
attempted to conceal, I have been obliged to 
adopt quotations which were exprefled with 
lefs accuracy than I could have wifhed. 2. I 
pay h^ve accidentally recpllp&ed the feijfe of ^ 
3 paffage 
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paflage which I had formerly read, without 
being able to find the place, or even to traiw 
fcribe from memory the precife words. 3. The 
whole tra& (as in a remarkable inftance of the 
fecond Apology of Juftin Martyr) was fo Ihort, 
that a more particular defcription was not re- 
quired. 4.. The form of the compofltion fup- 
plied the want of a local reference * the pre- 
ceding mention of the year fixed the paffage of 
of the ann^lift, and the reader was guided tp 
the proper ipot in the commentaries of Grotius^ 
Valefius or Godefroy, by the more accurate cita- 
tion of their original author. The idea which 
1 was defirous of communicating to the reader, 
was fometimes the general refult of the author 
or treatife that I had quoted ; nor was it pof- 
fible to confine, within the narrow limits of a 
particular reference, the fenfe or Ipirit which 
was mingled with the whole mafs. Thefe mo- 
tives are eidier laudable or & leaft innocent. 
In two of thefe exceptions my ordinary mode 
of citation was fuperflpous i in the other three 
it was impracticable. 

In quoting a comparifon which Tertullian 
had ufed to exprefs the rapid increafc of the 
Marcionites, I exprefsly declared that I was. 
obliged to quote it from memory \ If I have 
been guilty of comparing tl>em to ius inftead 
of ipafpS) I can however moft fincerely difclaim 

* Gibbon's Hiftory, p. 551. I fhaH ufkafly refer to the 
third edition, nnlefs there art My vaiioa* mdfaigt. 

the 
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the fagacious fufpicion of Mr. Davis*, who 
imagines that I was tempted to amend the 
Smile of Tcrtullian from an improper partiality 
for thofe odious Heretics. 

A refcript of Diocletian, which declared the 
old law (not an old Law had been alleged by 
me on the reipe&able authority of Fra-Paolo* 
The Examiner, who thinks that he has turned 
over the pages of the Theodofian Code, in- 
forms 1 his reader that it may be found, 1. vi. 
tit. xxhr. leg* 8. ; he will be furprifed to learft 
that this refcript could not be found in a code 
where it does not exift, but that it may diftin&ly 
be read in the fame number, the fame title, and 
the fame book of the Code or Justiwiaw. He 
who ia fevcrc (hould at leaft be juft : yet I 
ftiould probably have difdained this minute ani~ 
madverfiort, unlels it had ferved to difplay the 
general ignorance of the critic in the Hiftdry 
of the Roman Jurifprudence. If Mr. Davis 
had not been an abfolute ftranger, the moil 
treacherous guide could not have perfuaded 
that a refcript of Diocletian was to be found in 
the Theodofian Code, which was defigned only 
to preferve the laws of Conftantine and his fuc- 
ceffors. Compendiofam (fays Theodofius him- 
felf) Di valium Conftitutionum fcientiam, ex 
D. Conftantini temporibus roboramus. (Novell, 
ad calcem Cod. Theod. 1. i. tit. i. leg. 1.) 

1 Davis, p. 144. * Qibbon, p, 59$. * Saris, p. 230. 

Few 
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p»ess* Davis, and his criticifm is nevef fo formidable 
as. when it is dire&ed againft the guilty cor-* 
re£tor of the prefs, who on fome occafions has 
fhewn himfelf negligent of my fame and of his 
own. Some errors have arifen from the omif- 
fion of letters from the confiilioa of cyphers, 
Which perhaps were not very diftin£tly marked 
in the original manufcript. The two of the 
Roman, and the eleven of the Arabic, nufrierals 
have been unfortunately miftaken for each 
other ; the fimilar forms of a 2 aftd a 3, a 5 
and a 6, a 3 and an 8, have improperly been 
tranfpofed 5 Af/tolycus for A«tolycus, Idolatria 
for Ido&latria, Holfterius for Holfte*itfs, had 
efcaped my own obfervation, as well as 
the diligence of the perfon who was em- 
ployed to rcvife the flieets of my Hiftory. 
Thefe important errors, from the indulgence 
of a deluded Public, have been multiplied in 
the numerous impreflions of three different 
editions j and for the prefent I can only lament 
my own defe&s, whilft I deprecate the Wrath of 
Mr. Davis, who feems ready to infer that I 
cannot either read or write. 1 fincerely ad- 
mire his patient induftry, which I delpair of 
being able to imitate j but if a future editio& 
ihould ever be required, I could wifh to ob- 
tain, on any reafonable terms, the fervices of 
fo ufeful a corre&or, 

III. Mr. 
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Mr. Davis had been dire&ed by my refer- j 1 **"} 
fcnces to feveral paffages of Optatus Milevita- e»itUkj. 
nus 2 > and of the Bibliotheque Ecclefiaftique o£ 
Mv Dupin 3 V He eagerly confults thofe places* 
is unfuccefsful, and is happy. Sometimes the 
place which I have quoted does not offer any 
of the circumftahces fthich t had alleged > 
fometimes only a few ; and fometimes the fame 
paffages exhibit a fenfe totally adverfe and re- 
pugnant to mine. Thefe (hameful mifrepre- 
fenutions incline Mr. Davis to fufpedt that I 
have never confulted the original (not even 
of a common French book!) and he afferta 
his right to cenfure my prefumption* Thefe 
important charges form two diftinft articles ia 
the lift of Mifreprefentetions ; but Mr. Davis 
has amufed himfelf with adding to the flips of 
the pen or of the prefs* fome complaints of 
his ill fuccefs, when he attempted to verify my 
quotations from Cyprian and from Shaw's 
Travels 4 * 

The fuccefs of Mr. Davis would indeed have 
been fomewhat extraordinary, unlefs he had 
confulted the fame editions y as well as the fame 
places. I fliall content myfelf with mention* 

* Davis, p. 73. * Id. p. 13a— 136. 4 Id. p.^i. 155* 
D ing 
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ing the editions which I have ufed, and with 
affuring him, that if he renews his fearch, he 
will not, or rather, that he will be, difap- 
pointed. 

Mr. Gibbon's Editions. Mr. Davis's Editions. 

Optatus MileVitanus, by Dnpin, 

fol. Paris, .1700. 
Dupift, Bibliothcquc ficclefiaf- 

tique, 4to. farjs,. i^op. 
Cypriani Opera, Edit. Fell, fol. 

Amfterdam, i7to.' 
Shaw's Travels, 410. 'London, 

*757- 



Fol/ Antwerp, 170Z. 

8vo. Paris, 1687. 

Moft probably Oxon. 

i68r. 
The fblio Edition. 



IV. . 

Jewish - The -nattnte <of my fubjedl had led me to 
tIc T tV£ mention, hot the real origin of the Jetfi, but 
1 their firft appedrdnce to the eyes of other na- 
tions* and I cannot avoid tranferibing the fliort 
paffage itx -which I had introduced them. 
<c The Jews,: who under the Affyriarr and Per- 
" lian monarchies had languifhed • for many 
"-ages the moft defpifed portion of their 
flaves, emerged from their obfeurity under 
* the -fuccefibrs of -Alexander. And as they 
cc multiplied to a furprifing degree in the Eaft; 
€£ . and -afterwards in the Weft, they Icon ex- 
cited, the curiolity and wonder of other na- 
*£ tions 5 ." This fimple abridgment feems in its 
turn to-have excited the wonder of Mr. Davis, 
whofe furprife almoft renders him eloquent, 

5 Gibbon, p. 537. 

" What 
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** What a ftrange affibmbl^ge," fays he, cc it 
cc here. It is like Milton's Chaos, without 
cc bound, without dimenfion, where time and 
€€ place are loft. In ftiort, what does this dif- 
€€ play afford us, but a deal of boyifh co- 
€€ louring to the prejudice of much good hif- 
cc tory V If I rightly underftand Mr. Davis's 
language, he cenfures, as a piece of confufed 
declamation, the paflage which he has pro- 
duced from my hiftory$ and if I colled the 
angry criticifms which he has fcattered over 
twenty pages of controverfy 7 , I think I can 
difcover that there is hardly a period, or eveji 
a word, in this unfortunate paflage, which h^s 
obtained the approbation of the Examiner. 

As nothing can efcape his vigilance, he cen-> 
iures me for including the twelve tribes of If- 
rael under the common appellation of Jetvs % 
and for extending the name of Assyrians to 
the fubje&s of the Kings of Babylon 9 ; and 
again cenfures me, becaufe fome fadts which 
are affirmed or infinuated in my text, do not 
agree with the ft rift and proper limi ts which he has 
afligned to thofe national denominations. The 
name of Jews has indeed been eftablfthed by the 
fcepter of the tribe of Judab, and, in the times 
vfhichprece4e the captivity, it isufedinthernore 

6 Pavis, p. 5. 7 Id. p. 2 — Z2. 'Id. p. 3. ft Id. p. 2. 

P % general 
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general fenfe with fome fort of impropriety j 
but furely I am not peculiarly charged with % 
fault which has been confecrated by the con-r 
lent of twenty centuries, the praftice of the 
befl writers, ancient as well as modern (fee 
Jofephus and Prideaux, even in the titles of 
their refpe&ive works), and by the ufage of mo- 
dern languages, of the Latin, the Greek, and, 
if I may credit Reland, of the Hebrew itfelf 
(fee Paleftin, 1. i. c. 6.). With regard to 
the other word, that of Affyrians, moft af- 
furedly I will not lofe myfelf in the labyrinth 
of the Afiatic monarchies before the age of 
Cyrus ; nor indeed is any more required for 
my juftification, than to prove that Babylon 
•was confidered as the capital and royal feat of 
Aflyria. If Mr. Davis were a man of learn- 
ing, I might be morofe enough to cenfure his 
Ignorance of ancient geography, and to over- 
whelm him under a load of quotations, which 
might be collcfted and tranferibed with very 
little trouble : But as I muft fuppofe that he 
has received a claflical education, I might have 
expefted him to have read the firft book of 
Herodotus, where that hiftorian defcribes, in 
the cleareft and moft elegant terms, the fitu- 
fctioq and gneatnefs of Babylon : T*c it Ao-rvj 

. tgl [Atv *6v hxi olXXo, Tjo\nrfAetrx fxtyocXoc TsroXAa^ t* 
8 Nivo^ 
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w BaCuXwjr. (Clio, c. 178.) I may be fbrprifed 
that he fliould be fo little converfant with the 
Cyropcedia of Xenophon, in the whole courfe 
of which the King of Babylon, the adverfary 
of the Medes and Perfians, is repeatedly men- 
tionedby the ftyle and title of the Assyrian, c oJ* 

Ao*^uf tj/ky i BaCuXwva rt tyiM xai rw aXAujr A<r<rvf tup* q 

(1. ii. p. 102, 103, Edit. Hutchinfon.) But / 
there remains fomething more : and Mr. Davis 
muft apply the fame reproaches of inaccuracy, 
if not ignorance, to the Prophet Ifaiah, who, 
in the name of Jehovah, announcing the down- 
fal of Babylon and the deliverance of Ifrael, 
declares with an oath 5 * € And as I have pur- 
€€ pofed the thing fhall ftand: to crulh the 
€€ Assyrian in my land, and to trample him 
* € on my mountains. Then fhall his yoke de- 
" part from off them ; and his burthen fliall 
* c be removed from off theirflioulders." (Ifaiah, 
xiv. 24, 25. Lowth's new tranflation. See 
likewife the Bifhop's note, p. 98.) 

Thejealoufy which Mr. Davis affe&s for the 
honour of the Jewifli people will not fuffer him 
to allow that they were Jlaves to the conquerors 
of the Eaft j and while he acknowledges that 
they were tributary and dependent, he feems 
defirous of introducing, or even inventing, 
fome milder expreflioo pf fh(j ftate of vaffal- 
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age and fubfervience 1 $ from whence Tacitus af* 
fumed the words of defpeSiJftma pars fervimtium. 
Has Mr. Pavis never heard of the djftinction 
of civil and political flavery ? Is he ignorant 
ch^t even the natural and vi&orious fubje&s of 
an Afiatic delpot have been deferyedly marked 
-with the opprobrious epithet of flaves by every 
.writer acquainted with the name and advan- 
tage of freedom ? Does he not know that un- 
der fuch a government, the yoke is impofed 
with double weight on the necks of the van- 
.quifhetf, as the rigour of tyranny is aggra- 
vated by the abufe of conqueft. From the 
£rft invafion of Judaea by the arms of the Af- 
fyrians, to the fubverfion of the Perfian mo- 
narchy by Alexander, there elapfed a period 
of above four hundred years, which included 
about tweLve ages or generations of the human 
jace. As long as the Jews aflerted their in- 
dependence, they repeatedly fuffered every ca- 
lamity which the rage and infolence of a .vie- 
torious]enemy could jnfli&i the throne of David 
was overturned, the temple and city were re- 
duced to afhes, and the whole land, a circum- 
.ftance perhaps unparalleled in hiftory, remained 
three-fcore and t;en ye^rs without inhabitants, 
■&nd without cultivation, (2 Chronicles, xxxvi< 
jj.) According to f an; initiation which has 

long 
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long prevailed in Alia, and particularly in the 
Turkilh government, the moft beautiful and 
ingenious youths were carefully educated in 
the palace, where fuperior merit fometimea 
introduced thefe fortunate Jlaves to the favour 
of the conqueror, and to the hdnoufs of the 
ftate. (See the book and example of £>aniel.) 
The reft of the unhappy Jews experienced thd 
hardlliips of captivity and efcile in diftant lands, 
and while individuals were opprefled, the na^ 
tion feemed to be diffolved ot annihilated. The 
gracious edict of Cyrus was offered to all thofe 
who worlhipped the God of Ifrael in the temple 
of Jerufalem $ but it was Accepted by no more 
than forty-two -thoufand perfons of either fex 
and of evetfy age, and of thefe about thirty 
thoufand derived their otierin from the Tribes 
of Judah, of Benjamin, and of Levi. (See Ez- 
ra, i. Nehemiah, vii. and Pridcftux's Connec- 
tions, vol. i. pi 107. fdl. Edit. London, 1718.) 
The inconfidefableband of exiles, who returned 
to inhabit the land of their fathers, cannot be 
computed as the hundred and fiftieth part of 
the mighty people, that had been numbered by 
the impious fafhnefs of David. After a fur- 
vey, which did not comprehend the Tribes of 
Levi and Benjamin, the Monarch was aflured 
that he reigned over one million five hundred and 
feventy thoufand men that drew fword (2 Chro- 
nicles, 
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hides* xxi. i—6), and the country of Jud^i 
muft have contained near feven millions of free 
inhabitants. The progrefs of reftoration is 
always lefs rapid than that of deftrudtion Je- 
rufalem, which had been ruined in a few 
months, was rebuilt by the flow and inter- 
rupted labours of a whole century; and the 
Jews, who gradually multiplied in their na- 
tive feats, enjoyed a fervile and precarious ex- 
igence, which depended on the capricious will 
of their mailer. The books of Ezra and Ne- 
hemiah do not afford a very pleafing view of 
their fituation under the Perfian Empire ; and 
the book of Efther exhibits a moft extraordi- 
nary inftance of the degree of eftimation in 
which they were held at the Court of Sufa. A 
Minifter addreffed his King in the following 
words, which may be confidered as a Cdm- 
mentary on the defpeffij/ima pars ftrvientium of 
the Roman hiftorian ; cc And Haman faid to 
<c King Ahafuerus, there is a certain people 
u fcattered abroad, and difperfed among the 
cc people in all the provinces of thy kingdom j 
<c and their laws are diverfe from all people, 
<c neither keep they the King's laws ; therefore 
cc it is not for the King's profit to fuffer then^ 
€< If it pleafe the King let it be written that 
c< they may be deftroyed ; and I will pay ten 
. </ thoufand talents of filver to the hands of 

« thofc 
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1* thofe that have the charge of the bufinefs to 
€t bring it to the King's treafuries. And the 
fc King took his ring from his hand, and gave 
<c it to Haman* the fon of Hammedatha the 
" Agagite, the Jews enemy. And the King 
€< faid unto Haman, The filver is given unto 
cc thee : the people alfo, to do with them as 
" it feemeth good to thee/' (Efther, iii.8 — 1 1.) 
This trifling favour was a(ked by the Minifter, 
and granted by the Monarch, with an eafy in- 
difference, which exprefled their contempt for 
the lives and fortunes of the Jews 3 the bufinefs 
palled without difficulty through the forms of 
office ; and had Efther been lefs lovely, or lefs 
beloved* a fingle day would have confummated 
the univerfal (laughter of a fubmiffive people* 
to whom no legal defence was allowed, and 
from whom no refiftance feems to have been 
dreaded. I am a ftranger to Mr. Davis's poli- 
tical principles ; but I Ihould think that the 
epithet of Jlaves^ and of defpifed flaves, may, 
without injuftice, be applied to a captive na- 
tion, over whofe heads the fword of tyranny 
was fulpended by fo (lender a thread* 

The policy of the Macedonians was very 
different from that of the Perfians; and yet 
Mr. Davis, who reluftantly confefles that the 
Jews were oppreffed by the former, does not 
underftand how long they were favoured and 
£ protected 
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pfctffe&dd _t>y the latter hi the fhocfc of tho% 

r^voKKiqns which divided the empire of Alex- 
ander*. Jjucjesa, like the other provinces^ expe- 
rienced the tranfient ravages of an advancing 
or retroafcinig enemy, who led away a multitucfe 
of caplives. : But in the age of Jofephus* the 
Jem. ftlJl enjoyed the privileges granted by the 
£ings.Qf : ,A£* and Egypt, who had fixed nu- 
p0£tfW&4oteinie$ of that nation in the new cities 
o£ A^oftdrhi Ajnioch, &c. and placed them 
tn tip feme honourable condition (umrtXira^ 
ir«Tt^c) as t^ie Greeks and Maccdoniaas them- 
selves. (Joftph. Antjqwat. 1. xii. c* i. 3^ 
£• 5§£vf9$- y°l. i, f4iuH&sf:ciwpi) : Had 
jjjey. -&cMqA Wfch lefe indujggnffo . th§if 
iettjp^ejy; ^ ti)pfcyfe|gbfated cities, thpfota qf 
cp^i^ce^ndk^rningj'w^s enough pi^fpfiitqe 
jthcip toth^^nqwledgejQf thew9r}4> iw^jtf&fy 
jray ^/i?^ Brppofinop, thp^ they emerged frpip 
^fcurif y xindpr tfye ftiqpe$>js of Alexander. 
- Under the reign, 9§ tjb^e prince^ wha ac- 
.cupg ,fh£ interval between- Alqjfmdej; and-ftu- 
^uftu^ the Jews afTerjcd. their ciyi^^d reli- 
gious* rig^^^nftj^ EpipJ^fffif, ytbp 
.^4a^>ptedBpw m^Hips^tyxan^^cid^age 
: of Maccabees jpp&?hap$ thp,»^ff : g^9riflH» 

r^K^^ ^cafiofti^ bqwjk)eM4i)r:«fti«A}|h- 
^ * Davis, p. 4. 

the 
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^Ihe hiftorian Ihotild aferibe the indejfiimfefice 
of the Jews to three negative caufes^ ** Mace* 
<c donibus invalidis, Parthis nondum adhiltis, 
t€ et Romani procul aberant." To the under* 
Handing of the critic, Tacitus might as well 
have obferved that the Jews were not diftroyed 
by a plague, a famine, or an earthquake $ acid 
Mr* Davis cannot fee, for his own part, any 
reafon why they might not have etefted Kingi 
of their own two or three hundred years bt± 
fore 3. Such indeed was not the reafon of Ta- 
citus; he probably confidered that every na^ 
tion, deprefled by the weight of a foreign 
power, naturally rifes towards the furface, as 
fooh as the preffure is removed ; and ht 
might think that, in a (hort and rapid hiftoly 
&f the independence 6( the Jews, it was fuffi* 
ctent for him to fliew that the obilacles did riGt 
tfcift, which, in an earlier or in a later perlcK^ 
Would have checked their efforts. The curi* 
ous reader* who has leifure to (Uidy the Je^ilh 
•ltd Syrian hiftory, will difcover that tht 
dtforie of the Afmonseah Princes wiAs cen 4 - 
firmed by the ttoo great vidories of the Parthianfc 
aver Demetrius Nicator, and Arttiochus Sidete* 
(See Jofephu Antiquitat. Jud. 1. xiii. c . $> 6. 
8, 9. Juftin, xxxvi. 1. xxxviii. 10. with Ufhefr 
and Prideaux, before Chrift 14I and 130) 5 and 
Ac eaprcflion of Tacitus, the more clofely it ie 
CHflftiihcdi will be the more rationally admired* 

3 Davis, p. 8. 

£ 2 My 
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. My Quotations * are the objcft of Mr, Da* 
vis's criticifm as well as the Text of this fhort, 
but obnoxious paflage. He corrects the error 
of my memory, which had fuggefted fervitutis 
inftead of fervientium ; and fo natural is the al- 
liance between truth and moderatlqn, that on 
this occafion he forgets his character, and can- 
didly acquits me of any malicious defign to 
mifreprcfent the words of Tacitus^ The other 
references, which are contained in the firft and 
fecond Notes of my Fifteenth Chapter, are 
conne&ed with each other, and can only be 
miftaken after they have, been forcibly fepa- 
rated. The filence of Herodotus is a fair evi- 
dence of the obfeyrity of the Jews, who had 
cfcaped the eyes of fo curious a traveller. The 
Jews are firft mentioned by Juftin, when he 
relates the fiege of Jerufalem by Antiochus Si«* 
detes ; and the cqnqueft of Judaea, by the 
arms of Pompey, engaged Diodorus and Dion 
$o introduce that lingular nation to the ac-: 
quaintance of their readers. Theft epochs* 
which are withy* feyenty years of each other, 
mark the ^ge in which the Jewifh people, 
emerging from their obfeurity, began to aft a 
part in the focicty of nations, and to excite 
the curiofity of the Greek and Roman hiftp- 
rians. For that purpofe only, I had appealed 
to the authority of Diodorus Siculus, of Juftin, 
or rather of Trogus Pompeius, and of Dioa 

♦ Gibben, p. 537. Note 1, 3. * Davis, p, iq, ii. ao. 

Caffius* 
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Cifiius, If I had dcfigncd to inveftigate the 
Jewifh Antiquities, reafon, as well as faith, 
muft have directed my inquiries to' the Sacred 
Books, which, even as human produ&ions, 
would deferve to be ftudied as one of the mod 
curious and original monuments of the Eaft. 

V. 

I fhall begin this article by the confeffion of 
an error which candour might perhaps excufe, 
but which my Adyerfary magnifies by a pathe- 
tic interrogation. " When he tells us, that he 
w has carefully examined all the original ma* 

terials, are we to believe him ? or is it his 
" defign to try how far the credulity and eafy 
" dilpofition of the age will fuffer him to pro- 
" ceed unfufpe&ed and undifcovered 6 ?" Quo- 
ufque tandem abuteris Catilina patientid nofird ? 

In fpcaking of the danger of idolatry, I had 
quoted the pi&orefque expreflion of Tertullian, 
" Recogita fylvam ct quantae latitant fpinas," 
and finding it marked c. 10 in my Notes, I 
haftily, though naturally, added de Idololatria, 
inftead of de Corona Militis> and referred to 
one Treatife of Tertullian inftead of another 1 . 
And now let me afk in my turn, whether Mr* 
Davis had any real knowledge of the paffage 
which I had mifplaced, or whether he made an 
ungenerous ufe of his advantage, to infmuate 

• Davis, p. 25^ 1 Gibbon, p. 553. Note 40. 

4 that 
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thfct I had invented>t>r pctvtrtid thfe words 6f 
Tertullian ? Ignorance is left criminal than 
malice* and I flialLbe.fatisfitd if he will plead 
guilty to the mikleriharge. , 

The fartie obfervation may bl extended to a 
paflage of Le Ckrc, which: aflferte, in the 
cleared terms, the ignorance of the more an- 
cient Jews with regard to a future ftatc. Le 
Clerc lay open before me, but while my> £ye 
moved from the book to the paper, I trari- 
fcribed the reference c. i. feft. 3. inftead o£ 
fe£tl i. e. 8. from the natural, but erroneous 
perfaafion, that Chapter expreffed the larger, 
and Sttiivn the fmaller diviflon f : and this dif- 
ference, of fuch trifling moment ahd fo eafily 
fe&ified, holds a diftingjuifhed place in the lift 
of Mifreprcfentations which adorn Mr, Davis's 
table of Contents *. But to return to Tertul- 
lian. 

The infernal pitfhire, which I had produced * 
from that vehement writer, which excited the 
horror of every humahe reader, and WhicK 
even Mr. Davis will not explicitly defend* has 
fbfnifhed him with a few critical cavils 2 . 
Happy Ihotild I think myfelf, if the materials 
<jf my Hiftoty could be always expofed to the 
Examination of the Public ; ahd I lhall cbn- 

1 Gibbon, p. 56^, Note 58.' 9 Davis, p. 19, 

1 Gibbon, p. 566. • Davis, p. S9«-J3* 

tent 
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fcfrt myfelf with appealing to flie impartii 
Reader, whether my Yerfipn of this Palfrge is 
not as fair and as faithful as the more literal 
traflflafion wlfich Mr*. Davis has exhibited in 
an oppofite column, I fhall only juflify twy 
exprdflons wshiefat Juve pratvoked his indigna- 
tion I. I had obferved that the zealous Afp\- 
can purfucs.thc infernal defeription in a $ong 
variety of affefted and iinffeeling witticifms^; 
die inftances of Gods; of Kljigs, of Magi- 
ftrares, of Fhitafephers, of Poets, of TrSge- 1 
dians introdraced into my Tfanflation. ^Fhofe 
which I had omitted relate to • f he Dancers* thfe 
Charioteer^ and the W«ftk$rsi and it is 
pttoft impoififck to exprefe thoft Conceits which 
are qonneAed with the laitguage and maimers 
of the Romans. Bpt the reader will be fuffi- 
AmJy {hocked, when he Is informed that Tef- 
tulliao alludes to the improvement which the 
agility of th$ dancers, .the red livery of thfe 
Charioteer and the attitude* of theWr&tlers, 
would derive from the effefts ef fire. Tvthc 
(f htftrigne* CQgnofcendi {fefcariorcs multb per 
" ignem ; tunc fpe&andus Auriga in flaitomea 
rota totus ruber. Tunc Xyftici con tern- 
* plandi, non in Gymnaftis, fed in igac jaifth- 
P lata." *.2\~ I cannot refirfe ti> anfwer Mi*. 
©aidsV very^pftrtifular queftion, Why 1 appeal 
to Tertullian for the condemnation of the 
wifeft and woft virtuous of the Pagans ? tihaufe 

I am 
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I am inclined to beftow that epithet on Trajart 
and the' Antonines, Homer and Euripides, 
Plato and Ariftotle, who are all manifeftly in- 
cluded within the fiery defcription which I had 
produced. 

1 am accufed of mifquoting Tertullian ad 
Scapulam*, as an evidence that Martyrdoms 
wert lately introduced into Africa 4 . Befides 
Tertullian, I had quoted from Ruinart (Afta 
Sincera, p. 84.) the A&s of the Scyllitan Mar- 
tyrs ; and a very moderate knowledge of Eo 
clefUftical Hiftory would have informed Mr. 
Davis, that the two authorities thus connected 
eftabjilh the propofition afferted in my Text. 
Tertullian, in the above-mentioned Chapter, 
ipcaks of onet>f tl^Proconfuls of Africa, Vi- 
gellius Saturnitfys, (f qui primus hie gladium in 
<c nos egiti" th$ A&a Sincera reprefent the 
fame Magiftrate the Judge of the Scyllitan 
Martyrs, and Ruinart, with the confent of the 
beft Critics, afcribes their fufferings to the 
perfecution of Severus. > Was it my fault if 
Mr. Davis was incapable of fupplying the in- 
termediate ideas ? 

. Is it likewife neceffary that I fliouM juftify 
the frequent ufe which I have made of Tertul- 
lian ? His copious writings difplay a lively and 
interefting pifture of the primitive Churchf 

2 Davis, p. 35, 36. ♦ Gibbon, p. 609, Note 17*. 

and 
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and the fcantinefs of original materials fcarcely 
left me the liberty of choice. Yet as I wa* 
fenfible, that the Montanifm of Tertullian is 
the convenient fcreen> which our orthodox 
Divines have placed before his errors* I have, 
with peculiar caution, confined myfelf to thofe 
works which were compofed in the more early 
and founder part of his life* 

As a collateral juftification of my frequent 
appeals to this African Prefbyter, I had intro* 
duced, in the third edition of my Hiftory, two 
paffages of Jer6m and Prudentius, which prove 
that Tertullian was the mafter of Cyprian, and 
that Cyprian was the mailer of the Latin 
Church 5 . Mr, Davis aflure6 me, however, 
that I ftiould have done better not to have 
€€ added this note 6 , as I have only accumu- 
cc lated my inaccuracies." One inaccuracy he 
had indeed detefted, an error of the prefs, Hie- 
ronym. de Viris illuftribus, c. 53 for 63 but 
this advantage is dearly purchafed by Mr. Da- 
vis. Ejntos to* tiioctxciXov, which he produces as 
the original words of Cyprian, has a braver and 
more learned found, than Da magi/lrum-, but 
the quoting in Greek a fentence which was pro- 
nounced, and is recorded in Latin, feems to 
bear the mark of the moft ridiculous pedantry * 

* GibbQn, p. 566. N. 72. • Davis, p. 1+5. 

F unlcfs 
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unlcfs Mr. Davis, confulting for the firft time 
the Works of Jerom, miftook the Verfion of 
Sophronius> which is printed in the oppofite 
column, for the Text of his original Author. 
JVIy reference to Prudentius, Hymn, xiiL 100. 
c&nhot fo eafily be juftified, as I prefumptu- 
oiifly believed that my critics would continue 
to read till they came to a full flop. I {hall 
now place, before them, not the firft verfe only, 
but the entire period, which they will find full, 
exprefs, and fatisfa&ory. The Poet fays of 
Su Cyprian, whom .he places in Heaven, 

Nec minus involitat tcrrls, ncc ab hoc recedit orbc : 
Diiferit, cloquitur, tra&at, docet, inftruit, prophelat; 
, Nec U&yte populos tantum regit* exit ufque in ortum 
Solis, et ufque obit urn ; Galhs fovet, imbuit Britanxos, 
Prcfidct He/peri*, Chriftum fcrit ultimis Hibcrnis. 

VI. 

Sutuci- On the fubjeft of the imminent dangers 
/ I if awV which the Apocalypfe has fo narrowly efcaped 7 , 
" Pao " M n D av ^ s accufes me of mifreprefenting the 
fentiments of Sulpicius Severus and Fra- 
Paolo g , with this difference, however, that I 
was incapable of reading or underftanding the 
fext of the Latin author j but that I wilfully 
perverted the fenfe of the Italian hiftopian. 

* Gibbon, p. 563, 564. N. 67. 

* Davis, p. 40^44. 
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Thcfc imputations I lhall p afily wipe away, by 
fliewing that, in the firft inftance, I am proba- 
bly in the right, and that in the fecond, he is 
certainly in the wrong. 

I . The concife and elegant Sulpicius, who 
has been juftly ftyled the Chriftian Salluft, after 
mentioning the exile and Revelations of St. 
John in the Ifle of Patmos, obferves (and 
furely the obfervation is in the language of 
complaint), cc Librum faerac Apocalypfis, qui 
C€ quidem a plerifque aut ftulte aut impie non 
€€ recipitur, conferiptum edidit." 1 I am found 
guilty of fuppofing plerique to fi£nify the greater 
number i whereas Mr. Davis, with Stephens's 
Di6tionary in his han4, is able to prove that 
flerique has not always that extenfivc tneaning, 
and that a claflic of good authority has ufed the 
word in a much more limited and qualified 
fenfe. Let the Examiner therefore try to ap- 
ply his exception to this particular cafe. For 
my part, J ftand under the protedtion of the 
general ufage of the Latin language, and with 
a ftrong prcfumption in favour of the jullice of 
my caufe, or at leaft of the innocence and fair- 
nefs of my intentions % fince I have tranflated a 
familiar word according to its acknowledged 
and ordinary acceptation. 

But, « if I had looked into the paflage, and 
<c found that Sulpicius Severus there exprefsly 
F 2 " tells 
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<c tells us, that the Apocalypfe was the work 
fC of St, John, I could not have committed fb 
" unfortunate a blunder, as to cite this Father 
" as faying That the greater number of Chrif- 
* c tians denied its Canonical authority 9 ." 
Unfortunate indeed would have been my 
blunder, had I ^flirted that the fame Chrif- 
tians who denied its Canonical authority, ad- 
mitted it to be the work of an Apoftle. Such 
indeed was the opinion of Severus himfelf, 
and his opinion has obtained the fan&ion of 
the Church j but the Chriftians whom he taxes 
with folly or impiety for rejecting this facred 
book, muft have fupported their error by at- 
tributing the Apocalypfe to fome uninfpircd 
writer i to John the Prefbyter, or to Cerinthus 
the Heretic 

If the rules of grammar and of logic autho- 
rife, or at leaft allow me to tranllate pUrique by 
the greater number y the Ecclefi^ftical Hiftory of 
the fourth century illuftrates and juftifies this 
obvious interpretation. From a fair compari- 
fon of the populoufnefs and learning of the 
Greek and Latin Churches, may I not con- 
clude that the former contained the greater 
number of Chriftians qualified to pafs fentence 
on a myfterious prophefy compofed in the 
Greek language ? May I not affirm, on the 

9 Davis, p. 270. 
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authority of St. Jerom, that the Apocalypfc 
was generally rejected by the Greek Churches? 
" Quod fi earn (the Epiftle to the Hebrews) 
" Latinorum confuetudo non recipit inter 
" Scripturas Canonicas; nec Gracomm Ec- 
" clefiae Apocalypfim Johannis eadem libertate 
" fufcipiunt. Et tamen nos utramque fufcipi- 
fC mus, nequaquam hujus temporis confuetu- 
" dinem, fed veterum audtoritatem fequentes." 
Epiftol. ad Dardanum, torn. iii. p. 68. 

It is not my defign to enter any farther into 
the controverted hiftory of that famous book ; 
but I am called upon 1 to defend my Remark 
that the Apocalypfc was tacitly excluded from the 
facred canon by the council of Laodicea (Ca- 
non LX.) To defend my Remark, I need 
only ftate the faft in a (imple, but more parti- 
cular manner. The afiembled Bifliops of Alia, 
after enumerating all the books of the Old and 
New Teftament which fhould be read in 
churches, omit the Apocalypfc, and the Apo- 
calypfc alone ; at a time when it was rejedted 
or queftioned by many pious and learned Chris- 
tians, who might deduce a very plaulible ar- 
gument from the filence of the Synod. 

a. When the Council of Trent pefolved to 
pronounce fentence on the Camon of Scripture* 

' By Mr* Davii, p. 41. and by Dr, Chelfum, Remarks, 
P- 57- 

the 
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the opinion which prevailed, after fomc debate, 
•was to declare the Latin Vulgate authentic and 
a Imofi infallible ; and this fentence, which was 
guarded by formidable Anathemas, fecurcd all 
the books of the Old and New. Teftament 
•which compofed that ancient verfion, cc che fi 
c< dichiaraflero tutti in tutte le parte come fi 
<c trovano nella Biblia Latina, effer di Divina 
" e ugual autorita." (Iftoria del ConciHo 
Tridentino, 1. ii. p. 1 47. Helmftadt (Vicen- 
za) 1761.) When the merit of that verfion 
was difcufled, the majority of the Theologians 
urged, with confidence and fuccefs, that it was 
abfolutely neceffaty to receive the Vulgate as 
authentic and infpired, unlefs they wilhed to 
abandon the vi&ory to the Lutherans, and the 
honours of the -Church to the Grammarians. 

In contrario della maggior parte de Teo- 
<c logi era detto .... che-quefti nuovi Gram- 
*< matici confonderanno ogni cofa, e farit far* 
x< gli giudici e arbkri della fede * e in luogo 
cc de Teologi e Canonifti, coaverrii tener it 
* ( primo conto neil* affumere a Vcfcovari e 
" Cardinalari di pedanti." (Iftoria del Con- 
cilio Tridentino, 1. ii. p. 149.) The fagaciouj 
Hiftorian, who had ftudied the Council, and 
the judicious Le Courayer, who had ftudied his 
Author (Hiftoire du Concile de Trentc, torn. i. 
p. 245. Londres 1736) confider this ridiculous 

reafon 
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reafon as the moft pbwerful Argument which 
influenced the debates of the Council : But 
Mr. Davis, jealous of the honour of a Synod 
which placed tradition on a level with the Bi-* 
Me, affirms that Fra-Paolo has given ahother 
more fubftantial reafon on which thefe Popifli 
Bilhops built their determination. That after 
dividing the books under their confideration 
into three claffes ; of thofe which had been al- 
ways held for divine ; of thofe whofe authenti- 
city had formerly been doubted, but which by 
ufe and cuftoitt had acquired caaonical autho- 
rity ; and of thofe which had never been pro- 
perly certified ; the Apocalypfe was judicioufly 
placed by the Fathers of the Council in the 
fecond of thefe claffes. 

The Italian paffage which, for that purpofe, 
Mr. Davis hajf alleged at the bottom of his page, s 
is indeed taken from the text of Fra-Paolo: but / 
the reader who will give himfelf the trouble, or 
rather the pleafure* of perufing that incompa- 
rable hiftorian, will difcover that Mr, Davis 
has $nly miftaken a motion of the oppofition 
for a meafure of the adminiftration. He will 
find that this critical divifion, which is fo. erro- 
neoufly afcribed to the public reafon of the 
Council, was no more than the ineffectual pro- 
posal of a temperate minority, which was foonf 
over-ruled by a majority of artful Statefmen, 
bigotted Monks, and dependent Bilhops. 

S « We 
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u We have here an evident proof that Mi 4 * 
€€ Gibbon is equally expert in mifreprefenting 
t€ a modem as an ancient writer, or that he 
€€ wilfully conceals the moft material reafon, 
" with a defign, no doubt, to inftil into his 
cc Reader a notion, that the authenticity of the* 
cc Apocalypfe is built on the flighteft foun- 
" dation 

VII. 

Clsmxns. I had cautioufly obferved (for I was apprifed 
of the obfcurity of the fubjeft) that the Epiftle 
of Clemens does not lead us to difcover any 
traces of Epifcopacy either at Corinth or Rome 3. 
In this obfervation I 'particularly alluded to the 
republican form of falutation, " The Church 
" of God inhabiting Rome, to the Church of 
" God inhabiting Corinth;" without the leaft 
mention of a Bifhop or Prefident in either of 
thofe ecclefiaftical affemblies. 

Yet the piercing eye of Mr. Davis 4 can dif- 
cover not only traces, but evident proofs of 
Epifcopacy, in this Epiftle of Clemens $ and 
he a&ually quotes two paflages, in which he 
diftinguifhes by capital letters the word Bi- 
shops, whofe inftitution Clemens refers to the 
Apoftles themfelves. But can Mr. Davis hope 
to gain credit by fuch egregious trifling? 
While we are fearching for the origin of Bi- 

* Davis, p. 44. * Gibbon, p. 592. N. no. 

♦ Davis, p. 44, 45. 

fliops, 
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&6ps, not merely as an ecclefiaftical title> biit 
as the peculiar name of an order diftind from 
that of Prefbyters, he idly produces apaflage, 
Chichi by declaring that the Apoftles efta- 
bliflied in every place Bijhops and Deacons, evi- 
dently confounds the Prejbyters with one or 
other of thofe two ranks; I have neither in- 
clination nor intereft to engage in a contro- 
Verfy which I had confidered only in an hiftorical 
light; but I have already faid enough to fhew, 
that there are more traces of a difingenuous 
mind in Mr. Davis, than of an Epifcopal Or- 
der in the Epiftle of Clemens* 

VI1L 

Perhaps, on fome future occafion, I may Et/fiuivs, 
•xamine the hiftorical charafter of Eufebius % 
perhaps I may enquire, how far it appears 
from his words and aftions that the learned 
Bifhop of Caefarea was averfe to the ufe of 
fraud, when it was employed in the fervice of 
keligion. At prefent I am only concerned to 
defend my own truth and honour from the re-* 
proach of mifreprefenting the fenfe of the Ec- 
defiaftical Hiftoriam Some of the charges of 
Mr. Davis on this head are fo ftrong, fo pointed, 
fo vehemently urged, that he feems to have 
ftaked, on the event of the trial, the merits of 
our refpeftive charafters, If his aflertions are 
true, I deferve the contempt of learned, and. 

G the 
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the abhorrence of good, men. If they are 
falfe, ******* 

i . I had remarked, without any malicious in- 
tention, that one of the feventeen Chriftians 
who fuffered at Alexandria was likewife accufed 
of robbery 5 , -Mr. Davis 6 feems enraged be- 
caufe I did not add that he was falfely accufed, 
takes fome unneceflary pains to convince me 
that the Greek word t<rvx<Hpx»Tn6n fignifies falfo 
accufatus, and ff can hardly think that any one 
tc who had looked into the original, would 
" dare thus abfolutely to contradict the. plain 
" teftimony of the author he pretends to fol- 
(€ low." A fimple narrative of this faft, in the 
relation of which Mr. Davis has really fup- 
prefled feveral material circumftanccs, will af- 
ford the cleared juftification. 

Eufebius has preferred an original letter 
from Dionyfius Bilhop of Alexandria to Fabius 
Bilhop of Antioch, in which the former re- 
lates the circumftances of the perfecutlon which 
had lately affli&ed the capital of Egypt. He 
allows a rank among the martyrs to one Ne- 
mefion, an Egyptian, who was falfely or ma- 
licioufly accufed as a companion of robbers. 
Before the Centurion he juftified himfelf from 

5 Gibbon, p. 654, N. 75. 6 Davis, p. 61, 62, 63. 
This ridiculous charge is repeated by another Sycophant (in 
the Greek fenfe of the word), and forms one of the va- 
luable communications, which the learning of a Randolph 
fuggefted to the candour of a Chelfum. See Remarks, 
p. 209, 

this ' 
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this calumny, which did not relate to him: 
but being charged as a Chriftian, he was 
brought in chains before the Governor. That 
unjuft magiftrate, after infli&ing on Nemefion 
a double meafure of Jiripes and tortures, gave or- 
ders that he lhould be burnt with the robbers. 
(Dionyf. apud Eufeb. 1. vi. c. 41.) 

It is evident that Dionyfius reprefents the 
religious fufferer as innocent of the criminal 
accufation which had been falfely brought 
againft him. It is no lefs evident, that what- 
ever might be the opinion of the Centurion, 
the fupreme magiftrate confidered Nemefion 
as guilty, and that he affedted to Ihew, by the 
meafure of his tortures, and by the compa- 
nions of his execution, that he punilhed him, 
not only as a Chriftian, but as a robber. 
The evidence againft Nemefion, and that 
which might be produced in his favour, are 
equally loft; and the queftion (which fortu- 
nately is of little moment) of his guilt or in- 
nocence refts folely on the oppofite judgments 
of his ecclefiaftical and civil fuperiors. I could 
eafily perceive that both the Bifhop and the 
Governor were actuated by different paflions 
and prejudices towards the unhappy fufferer; 
but it was impoflible for me to decide which of 
the two was the moft likely to indulge his pre- 
judices and paflions at the expence of truth. 
In this doubtful fituation, I conceived that 
I had afted with the moft unexceptionable 
G 2 caution. 
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caution* when I contented myfelf with ob* 
ferving that Nemefioft was accufed; a circum- 
ftanc£ of a public and authentic nature, in 
which both parties were agreed • 

Mr. Davis will no longer afk, €€ what pof- 
€€ fible evafion then can Mr. Gibbon have re- 
Cf courfe to, to convince the world that I have 

falfely accufed him of a grofs mifreprefenta- 
" tion of Eufebius ?" 

2. Mr. Davis 7 charges me with falfifying 
(falfifying is a very ferious word) the teftimony 
of Eufebius ; becaufe it fuited my purpofe to 
magnify the humanity and even kindnefs of 
IMaxentius towards the affli&ed Chriftians *. 
To fupport this charge, he produces fome part 
of a chapter of Eufebius, the Engliih in his 
text, the Greek in his notes, and makes the 
Ecclefiaftical Hiftorian exprefs himfelf in the 
following terms : cc Although Maxentius at 
€€ firft favoured the Chriftians with a view of 
<c popularity, yet afterwards, being addi&ed 
* c to magic, and every other impiety, he ex- 
<c erted himfelf in perfccuting the Chriftians, in 
€C a more fevere and deftruclive manner than 
? c his predeceflbrs had done before him." 

If it were in my power to place the volume 
and chapter of Eufebius (Hift. Ecclef, 1. viii. 

14.) before the eyes of every reader, I (hould 

? Davis, p. 64, 65. 8 Gibbon, p. 693, N. 168, 
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he fotisfied and filent. I fhould not be under 
th« neceflity pf protefting, that in the paffagc 
quoted, or rather abridged, by my adverfary, 
the fecond member of the period, which alone 
contradifts my account of Maxentius, has not 
the mofl: diftant reference to that odious tyrant. 
After diftinguifhing the mild conduft which 
be affedted towards the Chriftians, Eufcbius 
proceeds to animadvert with becoming feverity 
on the general vices of his reign ; the rapes, 
the murder.*, the opprefllon, the promifcuoua 
mafiacres, which I had faithfully related in 
their proper place, and which the Chriftians, 
not in their religious^ but in their civil capa- 
city, mull occafionally have lhared with the 
reft of his unhappy fubjefts. The Ecclefiaftical 
Hiftorian then makes a tranfition to another 
tyrant, the cruel Maximin, who carried away 
from his friend and ally Maxentius the prize of 
fuperior wickednefs j for he was addi&ed to 
magic arts, and was a cruel perfecutor of the 
Chriftians. The evidence of words and fads, 
the plain meaning of Eufebius, the concurring 
tefhmony of Cascilius or La&antius, and the 
fuperfluous authority of Verfions and Commen- 
tators, eftablifh beyond the reach of doubt or 
cavil,, that Maximin, and not Maxentius, is 
ftigmatized as a perfecutor, and that Mr. Davis 
alone has deferved the reproach oifalftfying the 
feftimony of Eufebius. 

Let 
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Let him examine the chapter on which he 
founds his accufation. If in that moment his 
feelings are not of the moft painful and humi- 
liating kind, he muft indeed be an objedt of 

pity- 

3. A grofs blunder is imputed to me by this 
polite antagonift *, for quoting under the name 
9f Jerom, the Chronicle which I ought to have 
defcribed as the work and property of Eufe- 
bius 1 j and Mr. Davis kindly points out the 
pecafion of fny blunder, That it was the confe- 
quence of my looking no farther than Dodwell 
for this remark, and of not rightly under- 
ftanding his reference. Perhaps the Hiftorian 
of the Roman Empire may be credited, when 
he affirms that he frequently confulted a Latin 
Chronicle of the affairs of that Empire ; and 
he may the fooner be credited, if he (hews that 
he knows fomething more of this Chronicle 
befides the name and the title-page. 

Mr. Davis, who talks fo familiarly of the 
Chronicle of Eufebius, will be furprifed to 
hear that the Greek original no longer exifts. 
Some ehropological fragments, which had fuc- 
ceflively pafled through the hands of Africanus 
and Eufebius, are ftill extant, though in a very 
corrupt and mutilated ftate, in the compila- 
tions of Syncellus and Cedrenus. They have 

9 Davis, p. 66. ■ Gibbon, p. 673, N. 125. 

beerj 
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been colle&ed, and difpofed by the labour and 
ingenuity of Jofeph Scaliger; but that proud 
Critic, always ready to applaud his own fuc- 
cefs, did not flatter himfelf, that he had re- 
ftored the hundredth part of the genuine Chro- 
nicle of Eufebius. cc Ex eo (Syncello) omnia 
" Eufebiana excerpfimus quse quidem depre- 
" hendere potuimus ; quae, quanquam ne cen- 
u tefima quidem pars eorum efle videtur quse 
" ab Eufebio relifta funt, aliquod tamen juftum 
c< volumen explere pofiunt." (Jof. Scaliger 
Animadverfiones in Graeca Eufebii in Thefauro 
Temporum, p. 401. Amftelod. 1658. While 
the Chronicle of Eufebius was perfeft and 
entire, the fecond book was tranflated into 
Latin by Jerom, with the freedom, or rather 
licence, which that voluminous Author, as well 
as his friend or enemy Rufinus, always aflumed. 
"Plurima in yertendo mutat, infulcit, preterit," 
fays Scaliger himfelf, in the Prolegomena, p. 22. 
In the perfecution of Aurelian, which has fo 
much offended Mr. Davis, we are able to dif- 
tinguifli the work of Eufebius from that of 
Jerom, by comparing the expreflions of the 
Ecclefiaftical Hiftory with thofe of the Chro- 
nicle. The former affirms, that, towards 
the end of his reign, Aurelian was moved 
by fome councils to excite a perfecution 
gainft the Chriftiansi that his defign occa- 
1 fioned 
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fioned i great and general rumour * but 
that when the letters were prepared, and as 
it were figned* Divine Juftice difmiffed hint 
from the world. Win run 6»a«k «** tiay^ou xstf 

Jixii. Eufeb. Hift. Ecdef. 1. vii. c. 30. Where- 
as the Chronicle relates, that Aureliah was 
killed after he had excited or moved a perfe- 
cution againft the Chriftians, €i aim adverfum 
c< nos perfecutionem moviflet.'' 
From this manifeft difference 1 aflbme a right 
ffaj-^ to aflert ; firrt,^the expreffion of the Chronicle of 
J Jerom^ which is always proper,, became in this 
inflance necefiary j and fecondly, that the lan- 
guage of the Fathers is fo ambiguous apd in- 
correft, that we are at a lofs how to determine 
how far Aurelian had carried his intention be* 
fore he was aflaflinated. I have neither per* 
verted the faff, nor have I been guilty of a grofi 
blunder* 

IX. 

wstif " The pcrfons accufed of Chriftianity had 
AtTYE * « a convenient time allowed them to fettle 
their domeftic concerns, and to prepare their 1 
4t anfwcr 1 ." This obfervation had been fug- 

• Gibbon, p. 663, 

geftedj 
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gelted, partly by a general expreffion x>f Cyprian * 
(de Lapfis, p. 88, Edit. Fell. Amftelod. 1700.)- 
and more efpecially by the fecond ApoJfcgy of * 
Juftin Martyr, who gives, a particular and cq-> 
rious example of this legal delay. 

The expreffions of Cyprian, f< dies negan- 
cc tibuspr2eftitutus,&c.", which Mr. Davis moft * 
prudently fuppreffes, are illuftrated by Moflieim * 
in the following words : " Primum quudelati 
<c erant aut fufpefti, illis certum dierum fpa- ' 
" tium judex definiebat, quo decurrente, fe- 
" cum deliberare poterant, utrum profited 
" Chriftum an negare mallent j explorand&fidei 
44 frafinttbantur dies* _ per hoc tempus liberi 
4< manebant in domibus fuis nec impediebat 
<c aliquis quod ex confequentibus apparet, nc. 
" fuga fibi confulcrent. Satis hoc crat huma- 
" num." (De Rebus Chriftianis ante Conftan- 
"tinum, p. 480.) Thfe praftice of Egypt was 
fometimes more expeditious and fevere* but 
this humane indulgence was ftill allo#ed itt 
Africa during the perfecution of Decius. 

But my appeal to Juffin Martyr is encoun- 
tered by Mr. Davis with the following declara-- 
tion 2 : " The redder will obferve, that Mr. 
" Gibbon does not make any reference to any 
" fed ion or divifionof this part of Juftixi's work j 

- * Davis, .p*7i, 72. 

H « with 
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«f wwiH *itoai2 view;-we .may ihi^dl^£i&s& 
'< wheft I ; tellhim, thariifter an accuy^tcgcaifil 
€i -©f-:«feuwh&fc fecoftd^Apoipgyy 1 can i boldly 

afll*ttt,' : d*a* tircfollomi^ 
* f one that bears theirnoft* cHftaot ficptiiaurir to 

what Mr-* Gibbon, relates a* afcaro >ont the 
«• authority of Juftiiv. ' !Wkp£l fin& im Jufiin 
c * is ifipfoltows ; " A wara^a beipg, conwrued 
*« td Chriftiairity, is afraktto affociatrf wit&he* 
« c hulband; becaufe he is abandoned :rfiptx>- 
« ba$e> Left flic ihould pffi. ake of &is £ds ir • J$er 
** feo&apdy not being, -ftabtto^ufe yejjrts 

iiis^. tag* in thi* iri tones fH* sne I?&^TO£«Sj 
f f a teacher .of Ouiftmnity^ wd-.wi^xfe^ con- 

vertcdi«r^ t$c " M%< thffl gi»ce$di 
to rslaaetbe feYerities infixed qn PfioJemftHs* 
who made: a frank and ioftanf prpfefljgn of hi% 
faith :i and he ftewly exclaims, tK^t if I tajce 
every ppportunity of p^>g^encpnftii?iT>s on ;he 
hurtia^hy .of Roman iflagifti#tsSj if ^i^cuzpr 
fontf Qfc.ffie to produce better evic^j^;th^t 
this. > • , \ - : \. 

Hia df n?imd m^y b$ * f(J jty J^tisfied, ^od I Med 
onlyifefc that pwrpofe p-a^cribe;aori trsinflatf 
the 'vtot&s.gf Jvrflin* wfyurh immediately . pre- 
cede the Greek quotation alleged at the bgttpm 
of my adversary's page, i?to pofle(&4 of two 
editions of Juftin Martyr, that of Cambridge, 
1768, in 8vo, by DrVAfltt6n, who only pub- 
' ' ' * ' ! V lifhed 
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liflied the two Apologies ; and that of all his 
Works* publifhed in 4&. Paris, 1742, by the 
-BentditfHnes of the<S(iaig?^tion qf Sc* Maar : 
the fbllowhig corpus pafl|age may berfbtmd, 
^64, *of the formdr/jand p/«$f of the l«Wr 
iSdlticm xtttfpjtfp*** 'VW-flWi Mfib &i(T?** 
7K»vriv atm, xai fi-fAM $&Xtiiw 901 ret twroxparopi 

taurm ctfyvfto. emir* '6t,Tr$\oynraaSm ^rcpi vh *tt&iyojb- 

<rwf^fl^m<rac tito. " He brought ail acctifetkm 
* c againft her, faying, that ihe was aiChriftian* 
u Ikit ihe prefented >a petition to the Emperor* 
cc praying that fhe might firft be aHawad to 
u fettle her dorrreftic concerns j andjpr.Ottiifing, 
ic that after fhe had fettled them, ihe^roilld 
" then put in her anfwer to the accufedon. 
cc This you granted. " 

I difdain to add a (ingle reflexion; nor fhall 
I qualify the condu& of my adverfary with any 
of thofe harfli epithets, which might be inter- 
. preted as ihe expreffions of refentment, though 
I fliould .be conftrained to ufe them as the only 
words in the Englifh language, which could 
accurately reprcfcnt my cool and unprejudiced 
fentimcnts* 

H a VI. 
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tACTAN- Initating the toleration of Chriftianity du- 
•jrtui. ^ e greateft part of the reign of Diocle- 

tian, I had obferved 3, that the principal eunuchs 
^f the palace, whofe name? and offices were 
particularly fpecified, enjoyed, with their wives 
and. children, the free exercife of the Chriftian 
.religion.. . Mr. Davis twice affirms*, in the 
, moft deliberate manner, that this pretended 
ifa&i which is aflerted.on the fole authority, 
, is contradi&ed by the pofitive evidence, of Lac- 
,tantius. In both thefe affirmations Mr* Davis 
is inexcufably miftaken.' 

i . When the ftorms of perfecution arofe, the 
. Priefts, who were offended by the fign of the 
Xrois, obtained leave of the Emperor, that the 
profane, the Chriftians, who accompanied him 
to the Temple, fhould be compelled to offer 
facrifieej and this incident is mentioned by 
the Rhetorician, to whom I fhall not at prefent 
refufe the name of Laftaiittus. The aft of 
idolatry, which at the expiration of. eighteen 
years was required of the officers of Dioletian, 
is a manifeft proof that their religious freedom 
had hitherto been inviolate, except in the tingle 
inftance of waiting on their matter to the 

* Gibbon, p. 676. N. 133; 134. 4 Davis, p. 75, 76, 

Temple i 
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Temple ; a fervice lefs crkninaJ, than the pro- 
fane compliance for which f he Minifter of the 
King of Syria folicited the permiffion of the 
Prophet of Ifrael. 

2. The reference which I made to Lac- 
tantius exprefsly pointed out this exceptioh to 
their freedom. But the proof of the toleration 
which they enjoyed, was built on a different 
teftimony, which my difingenuous adverfary has 
concealed j an ancient and curious inftruftion> 
compofed by Bifhop Theonas, r for the ufe of 
Lucian and the other Chriftian eunuchs of the 
palace of Diocletian. This authentic piece wa9 
publifhed in the Spicilegium of Dom Luc 
d'Acheri ; as I had not the opportunity of con- 
sulting the original, I was contented with quot- 
ing it on the faith of Tillemont, and the refer- 
ence to it immediately precedes (ch. xvi. note 
133.) the citation of La&antius (note 134). 

Mr, Davis may now anfwer his own queftion, 
<c What apqlogy can be made for thus aflert> 
" ii)g, on the fole authprity of La&antius, 
. " fafts which Ladt^ntius.fo exprefsly denies ?" 

XI. 

u I have already given a curious inftance ^ y ™ CA * 
" of our Author's aflcrting, on the authority of 
c< Dion Caflius, a faft not mentioned By that 
" Hiftorian* I fliall now produce, a very fin- 
" gular proof of his endeavouring to conceal 
8 ** from 
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Irom us a pitflage ttiXty contained in Mtft V 
^SFbAing but the irigty f Afemenee with which 
^htefc diargrt are-ufged,- <xrold engage me «o 
take the leaft notice of thert> 4 Jn themfelves 
-they are doubly contemptible : tthey are trifling* 
and >they are fiiife* . 

■ *. ifa. BaVis 15 ^ad imputed t6 tm as * 
'tnttte, 'that I h&drhentioned, on the ible tefc- 
<mbhy of Dion (1. htofli. p.. 114$.),' the fprrit^f 
^rebellion whkh infhmed the J^s> from the 
tfeign of Ne fo to "that df Antoninus 'Pius 6 , 
whilft the patfage of that Hiftorian is confined 
l to -an inliirre&ioh ih Cyprus arid Gyrene 
-which broke out within 'that period. The 
Header who will caft his eye on the Note 
(ch. xvi. ndte 1/) which is jftipported by 
that q'ucStationTrom lDion, will difcover that it 
"related only to this particular fa£h The ge- 
neral pofition, which is indeed Too notorious 
*to require any proof, I had -cartfuify juftffied 
in the courfe df the fame paragraph*; partly by 
another reference to Dion Caffius; j*4tftlyby a(n 
allufton to the well-known Hiftofy of Jofe- 
phus, and partly by feveral quotations from the 
learned and judicious Bafnage, who has ex- 
plained, in the mod fatisfaftory manner, the 

principles and condu£t of the rebellious Jews. 

vc? . ■ * 

V 

k t 

'* EUvis, p. 83. * Id. p. 11. u Gibbon, p. 622. 

• 2. Tlie 



Digitized by 



; ft Tte&#««°f Pioo, wtwJrl am^cqxfaJc 

of endeavouring to concca^ wight pjed?^5>^ 
haw remained invifible^ even to the piercpg 
eye of Mr-Dwisj if / bad apt caj^fuljy. re r> 
ported it in it$ proper place- 7 : ajid it i% 
my power t;o report it* without. bwg €WiJ^o£ 
any inconfideraie contrqdittion. } h^d obfer\£d> , 
?Jiat> in the Urge hiftory of Dion, Caffiusr 
philin had npt beyen *ble tq 4ifcoyer thp nd$i& 
of Cbrijiian*: y<*t I Jtfterwajrds qijote a pafl^gft 
ip which M*tfC*a* the f^opripe Coacubine q£ 
Commodu^ js ^elebx^ed^ as tX|? Patro^efe^ 
the Cbrijfyiw,, . tyfc- ttev^ h*s ttwfciiib<i4 my, 
quotation, but ^ haa concealed the icpppFt^nfc 
word$ which I now diltingi^ by Italics (eh* 
xvi. note *qj$« Dion Caffius^ QXv talker bh 
breviatcr Xipkttn* l f kcxij, p., l%of*<) The je* 
ferenxre. U ffidy made ^nd. cojutioufty qualified * 
lam already feeur$ from {hp ifnpyt^tions of 
fraud or inp^flftency i *nfi the opinion which 
attribute* chp laft-ttie^tioaqd p^fifege to the Ab* 
brcviaWi r?*h?r th$p tp the prigifial Hiltorian* 
may be fupported by th$ jnolt unexception- 
able ai*$hprities ? I fhsdl prated mytelf by thofe 
of Rcimar (in his Edition of Dion C^Olu^ 
torn. ii. p» 1107. note 34.)* wid of Dr. Lard-> 
nej- $ and fhall only tranferibe the words of the 

? (gibbon j j>, 667, n. 1 07. . . } 

' latter, 
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fetter, in his CoHcftidn of Jewifh arid Heathen 
teftimonies, vol. Hi. p. 57. 

<r This paragraph I rather think to be Xi- 
cc philin's than Dion's. The ftyle at leaft is' 
<c Xiphilin's. In the other paflages before 
€i quoted, Dion fpeaks of Impiety, or Atbcifm, 
" or Judaifm but never ufeth the word Cbrif- 
€C tians. Another thing that inay make us 
cc doubt whether this obfervation be entirely 
5 C Dion's, is the phrafe, « it is related (i<rro- 
**' pvrxi)" For at the beginning of the reign 
rc of Commodus, he fays, c< Thefe things, 
€€ arid what follows, I write not from the report 
cc of others, but from my own knowledge and 
** obfervation/* However, the fenfe may be 
€€ Dion i but I wifh we had alfo his ftyle with- 
<c out any adulteration." For my own part, 
I muft, in my private opinion, afcribe even 
the fenfe of this parage to Xiphilin. The 
Monk might eagerly colledl and infert an anec- 
dote whifch related to thedomeftic hiftory of the 
church ; but the religion of a courtezan muft 
have appeared an objeft of very little moment 
in the eyes of a Roman Conful> who, at leaft 
in every other part of his hiftory, difdained or 
neglefted to mention the name of the Chris- 
tians. . 

<f What ftiall we fay now ? Do we not dif- 
* € coyer the name of Chriftians in the Hiftory 

€€ f 
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r< of Dion ? With what affurance then can 
h Mr. Gibbon, after aflerting a faft manifeftly 
" untrue! lay claim to the merits of diligence 
<c and 'accuracy, the ihdifpehfable duty of an 
"Hiftorian, Or £ai> he expeft us to credit 
" his aflertion, that - * hV has carefully examined 
" all the original Materials 8 

Mr/Gibbon may lHll fii^intaih the d!i'ariae<< 
of an Hiftoriah ; but it is difficult t6 donceive 
how ^rJ DaVk will-fuppbft^his- pretcfrifloriS, if 
he afpires to that of a (jehtlemafi . ' : ' - 

I almbft * hefitate whether I flioufd "t^ke'. any 
notice o^' ahother ridiculous charge which Mj-. 
Davis 'includes in the article of fiion Caflius* 
My adverfary owns/ that "I have occafionallj 
produced the feveral'paflages of the' Auguftaq 
Hiftory vfhic\i relate . to rfe'ChriftiMsTl)^ h^ 




a precife and definite number. If> on a nicer 
furyey, thofe ihort hint$, when they . are 
broughtj together, fhould be found to exceed fix 
of the long lines, of my folio edition, I am con- 
tent that my critical Antaeonift fhould lubftir 
tute eight, or ten, or twelvfc, lines ; nor fhall I 
think either my learning or my veracity rriuch 
interefted in c fhis important alteration.' -> » 
, ; 1 1 Davis, p. 83. » Gibbon, p. 634. n. 24. 

I VIII. 
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PtiKT,*c ' c . After- a to description of the unworthy 
oon^uft of thqfe Ajapftates who, in a time q£ 
j^rfecution^ deferte4 the paitji of Chrift„ I 

and of two Chnifew Sifeqps, Plmy, Dionyfiiw 
ri^, and tyfrian. Ar$ hers the 
ia£ Critic rem^k^ " That If liny has 
m not p^ruQijaaii^^t difference, of cwduft 
" fa the different ApofoepO. wtych M*. Gib. 
« boa here defcribes,: yet his W e ftand^ at 
" thq head of thofe Authors yirhom, he has 
a cited on the, occafion. It is allowed indeed 





: help 

jaa Eiiglilh) rt it i$ certainly very repre- 
« henfible in "our Author, thus to confbund 
« their teftimony, and to make a needleft and 
« improper reference s" 

A criticifna of this fort qan only tend, to exr 
pofe Mr. Davis's total ignorance of hiftojrkal 
cqmpofuiorv The Wpter who aQ>ires to the 

jnljuk a va- 
of which, 




* Gibboit, p. io2. 



«- Davis, p. 87, 8». 

* 1 taken 
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taktti fc{*r*fely, id ^ffififs tettptfft& 0A3 ipfa^ 

forth a toiifittehl kn& ihtflfcfHhg hAh-ati¥& 
Nafcfcteg otight ttt fee Ifrfertcd Whidi is m* 
pttyvfcd fomt onfeof tht witfrtfte ; but thtir 
evidence muft be fo intimately blendttl to- 
gether, that as it is unreafonable to exped that 
each of them Ihould vouch for the whole, fo it 
would he 1'mpbtiiWfe to deftfie the bbiiftddries 
of their refyeafae property. Neither Pliny, 
iidr Dibnyfius, nor tfttfiaft, rtie/itftn ait the 
circumftantes and tiiftinitim ttf the waduA bf 
the Chrittian Agitates, but if any t>t thefn 
was withdrawn, thd aetount whieh I hdVe 
giyeA would, hi lbrtie irtftatice, bt drfe&lv*. * ; 

'Thus much t thdug^t ttecefTaiy to fay, is 
feveral of the tubfequfnf MfrepttfeniaUons of 
Orofius, of Bayle, of Fabricius, of Gregory of 
Tours, &c. 3, which provoked the fury of iVIr. 
Davis, are derived only from the ighbrahce of 
this cdmmon hlftorical principle. 

Another clafs of Mifreprefentatiohs, Whifch 
my Adverfary urges with thi fame dfegtefc of 
vehemence (fee irt particular thofe of Jilftin, 
"Diodbrus' SicuIus, arid even Tacitus), requires 
* the Support of another principle which his not 

1 Davis, p. 88. 90. 137, 
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yet bepn intrpdueed into the aft; #f :J crkie#n j 
whfift * 'nwdern hiftorian *ppe*i&: to.thf 
^uthprity ipf the, jyici^nts for the tijMth of any 
particular faft r he makc^ himfelf anfwcrahle^ I 
)tnow not co^vflut e*fent^ far $11 tljc. cirajm- 
.jpcefit errors or incanfifteijcics of t^e autfiprs 
.whop* he quoted, 

XIII. 

f 1 ajti accufsd of throwing out a falfe accu- 
sation againft this Father 3, becaufe I. had ob- 
served* fh^t Ignatius, defending againft the 

• pnoftics the refurre&ion of Chrift, employs a 
yague and doubtful tradition, inftead of quot- 
ing the pertajn teftimony of the Ey^ngelifts : 
and this oblervation wa^juftificd by remark- 
able paffage of Ignatius^ in his Epiftle ,tp the 
Smyrjiseans, which I cited according to tfce 
volume ^nd the page of the beft edition of 
the Apoftolical Fathers, publifhed a^ A'mftcf- 
dam^ 1724, in two volumes in folio. The 
Criticifm of Mr. Davis is announced by one of 
>thpfc folemn declaration? which leave not any 
refuge, if they are convifted of faffehbod. 
I cannot find' any paflagje that bears 'fheleaft 

' affinity to what Mr. Gibbon oblerves, jri tbe 
f c lyhole Epiftlc, which I hkve read over mpVc 
v than once.- ' : * ' ' *" j1 : " 

? Davis, p. 100, ioi. 4 Gibbon, p. 55 j, Note 35. 

" 5 I had 
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£ • I ;had. already marked the fittiatim\ nor is it 
in my pp^er tp ^prove the exiftmt of this 
paff*ge> by any other means than by producing 
the words of the original. , Eyw yap *** j»rr* 

TaiatttfT*?** fflt^xr awtr -ftiJ* x*t tio-tiuoj err*, 

cc j have knp^n, and I believe, that after his 
« c refurre&iqn likcwtfe he.exifljed in the flelh : 
J € And when he came to Peter, and to the reft, 
he faid wUQ- ttfienfc Take, handle me, and 
* € fee that I am .not an incorporeal daemon or 
€€ fpirit. And they touched him and believ- 
. cc ed." The faith of the Apoftles confuted the 
. impious error of the Gnoftics, which attributed 
Wily the appear anas of a human body to the 
Son of God : and it was the great object of 
. Ignatius, in the Jaft moments of his life, to 
. fe cure, the Christians of Alia from the fnares of 
thofe dangerous Heretics.. According to the 
, tradition of the modern Greeks, Ignatius was 
the child whom Jefus received into his arms 
(See Tillemont Mem, Ecclef. torn, ii, part ii. 

- P* 43-) * y et M ^ c could hardly be old enough 
_ to remember the refujre&ion of the Son of 
, God, he muft have derived r his knowledge 

dtker from our prefent Evangels, cr from 

- ^me ^po,cryphal,Gofpel, ar from fpmc un- 

wWWIflP edition, ^ . . .' J 

. , j. The 



Digitized by 



t *« I 

i. The Gdpels of St. Lake wi Sc. John 
would undoubtedly have spited ignatiui with 
the moft invincible proofs of the reality of the 
body of Chrift, wh*n He appeared tb thfe 
ApofHes afte* hia refurwftioni but neither of 
-thofe Gofpels contain the eharafieriiKc mirth 

^ftf «x itoftwor cwwpMrtw, tttld die important Cir»- 

eumftartce that either Peter, or tboft who wei* 
-with Peter, touched the body of Chrift -and 
beliervedi Hud the Saint deigned to quote 
the Evangelift on a very nice fubjeft of contro- 
vert, he would not furely have txpofed Him— 
ftlf by an inaccurate, or rather by a fah*e re- 
ference, to the juft reproaches of the Onottics. 
On this occanon, therefore, Ignatius did not 
employ, as he might have done, agalnft the 
Heretics, the certain teftimony of theEvari- 
gelifts. 

a. Jerom, who cites this remarkable paflage 
from the Epiftle of Ignatius to the Smyrnajans 
(Sec Catalog. Script. Ecclef. in Ignatio, tbm. i. 
p. 473. edit. Erafm. Bafll t$fl), is of opinion 
that h was taken from the which he him- 
felf had lately translated : and this, from the 
comparifon of two other paflages in the fame 
\Vork (In Jacob, et hi Matthseo, p. 164), ap- 
pears to have 1 been thfe Hebrew Gofpel/whfch 
was ufed by the tfazarenes of Ber*st, ats'ihe 
genuine 1 c6fflpofition of St 'Matthey.' v Yet 
Terom mentions another Copy of this Hebrew 

" Gofpel 
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Gofpcl (fo different from the Greek Text), 
which was extant in thr library formed at Cae- 
(Mea* by the. care of Pwjphilw: whUfcthe 
learned ftafebiu*, the frieiid. of Pwnphttuf n$d 
the Bilhop of C^efare^ yeiy frankly (JeclwK^ 
(Hilt Bcclef. L iii. c. 36.), that he is. ignorant 
from whence Ignatius borrowed thafe words, 
which are the fubjea of the prefent Enquiry.. 

j. The doubt which remain^ is. oaly whe- 
ther he took, them from an Apocryphal Book, 
or frpm unwritten tradition : and I thought my r 
felf fafe from every fpecks of Critics, when I 
embraced the rational fentiment of Cafeubon 
'earfon. I (hall produce the words of the 
p. " Pneterea iterum obfervandum eft, 
od de hac re fcripfit Ifaacus Cafaubonus, 
$uinetiam forla$ verius* non ex EvangeUo 





" literas fuerit relate et Uebrako Evangelic quod 
" Mattfao. tribuebant, inferta.. Et hoc quideiji 
« mihimulto verifimilius videtur." CPearfqa. 
Vindicije Ignatian*, part li. c. ix. p, tq6. in 
torn. 11. Patr. Apoftol.) 

I may now fiibmit to the judgment of the 
Public, whether I have looked into the Epiftle 
tvhich t cite with fuch a parade of kafniog, 
and how profitably Mr. Davis ha* wad it over 
more than once. 

! XIV- The 
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Mo$bsim» The learning and ^judgmeftt'bf Mofhemi 
had brth bf frcquchf J ufc in the courfeof my 
Htftbrital Inquiry, dnd I had nof&edn wanting 
irt^toper expreflioris bf gratitude'. ""My vexa- 
tion ; ' Adverfary is always riefldy (6 ftart frorrt 
his i ambufeade, 1 dndtoharafs ^hy march by a 
'mode of attack, ^hifch cannot ealijy be - recon- 
ciled* witfi the iaart "of honourable war. The 
jp-^ateft part pf . ifee Mifreprefentations of Mb- 
$eim, ^rhich Mr. 'Davis has imputed to me ^ 
afe of fuch' a nature/ that 1 r muft indeed be 
Humble, if I could jperluade myfe^f!p beftow a 
moment of ferious attention on thqm, tVbethfr 
"Mbfheim could prove that an . abfoiute con\- 
mtinity of goods was not eftablifhed among the 
fifftXhriftians of Jerufalem \ whether he fufc 
v pe£tfed the purity of the jfepiftles of Ignatius; 
"whether he ceiifured Df. Middleton with tem- 
per or indignation (in this caufe I muft chal- 
lenge' 1Vfr. Davis as " an incbroppj^nt Judge) f 
' whether' lit corroborates; ^ whole jo( my de- 
ffiription of the prophetic office j whether he 
* fjiealis with x " approbation of 4 the humanity 
bf i'liny, and whether he attributed the 
fame fenfe to thd pidlefica of Suetonius,, a$d 
tht ebitiabiUs of Tacitus. Thefe queftioris, 

* Davis, p. 9J— 97. 104— 107. 114—132. 

*2 . even 
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even as Mr. Davis has ftated them, lie open 
to the judgment of every reader, and the fuper- 
fluous obfervations which I could make, would 
be an abufe of their time and of my own. As 
little fhall I think of confuming their patience, 
by examining whether Le Clerc and Mofheim 
labour in the interpretation of fome texts of the 
Fathers, and particularly of a pafiage of Ire- 
nseus, which feem to favour the pretenfions of 
the Roman Bilhop. The material part of the 
pafiage of Irenaeus confifts of about fyur lines ; 
and in order to (hew that the interpretations of 
Le Clerq and Mofheim are not laboured^ Mr. 
Davis abridges them as much as poflible in the 
fpace of twelve pages. I know not whether the 
perufal of my Hiftory will juftify the fufpicion 
of Mr. Davis, that I am fecretly inclined to 
the intereft of the Pope : but I cannot difcover 
how the Proteftant caufe can be affe&ed, if Ire- 
nseus in the fecond, or Palavicini in the feven- 
tcenth century, were tempted, by any private 
views, to countenance in their writings the 
fyftem of ecclefiaftical dominion, which has been 
purfued in every age by the afpiring Bifhops of 
the Imperial city. Their condudt followed the 
revolutions of the Chriftian Republic, but the 
fame fpirit animated the haughty breafts of 
Viftor the Firft, and of Paul the Fifth. 

There ftill remain one or two of thefe im- 
puted Mifreprefentations, which appear, and 
, K indeed 



Digitized by 



I 66 ] 

indeed only appear, to merit a little more at? 
tention. In ftating the opinion of Moflieim 
with regard to the progrefs of the Gofpel, Mr. 
Davis boldly declares, <f that J have altered the 
" truth of Mofheim's hiftory, that I might 
c « have an opportunity of contradifting the be T 
" lief and wilhes of the Fathers V In other < 
words, I have been guilty of uttering a mali- 
cious falfehood. 

I had endeavoured to mitigate the fanguinq 
expreffion of the Fathers of the fecond century, 
who had too haftily ditfuied the light of Chrifti- 
anity over every part of the globe ? by ob- 
ferving, as an undoubted fad, " c ? that the Bar- 
" barians of Scythia and Germany, who fub- 
*' verted the Roman Monarchy, were involve4 
cc in the errors of Paganifm j and that even 
tx the conqueft of Iberia, of Armenia, or of 
c< Ethiopia, was not attempted with any de- 
€€ gree of fuccefs, till the fcepter wa$ in thfc 
" hands of an orthodox Emperor V* I hkd 
referred the curious reader to the fourth cen- 
tury of Mofheim 1 * General Hiftory of the 
Church : Now Mr, Davis has difcovered, and 
can prove, from that excellent work, <c that 
" Christianity, not long after its firft rife, had 
<c been introduced into the left as well as 
** greater Armenia i that part of the Goths, 

* Pavis, p. izj. 7 Gibbon, p. 611, 612. 

. 6 « who 
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ft who inhabited Thracia, Maefia, and Dacla, 
had received the Chriftian religion long be- 

" fore this century; and that Theophilus, their 
Biihop, was prefent at the Council of 

" Nice V 

On this occafionj the reference was made to 
a popular work of Mofheim, for the fatisfac- 
tion of the reader, that he might obtain the ge- 
neral view of the progrefs of Chriftianity in the 
fourth century, which I had gradually acquired 
by ftudying with fome care the Ecclefiaftic 
Antiquities of the Nations beyond the limits of 
the Roman Empire. If I had reafonably fup- 
£ofed that the refult of our common inquiries 
muft be the fame, Ihould I have deferved a 
very harfh cenfure for my unfufpe&ing confi- 
dence ? Or if I had declined the invidious taflc 
of feparating a few immaterial errors, from a 
juft and judicious reprefentationj might not 
my refpedk for the name and merit of Mofheim, 
have claimed fome indulgence ? But I difdaih 
thofe excufes, which only a Candid adverfary 
Would allow. I can meet Mr. Davis on the 
hard ground of controverfy, and retort on his 
own head the charge of concealing a part of the 
truth. He himfelf has d^red to fupprefs the 
Words of my text, which immediately followed 
his quotation. " Before that time the various 

9 Davis, p. 12,6, IZ?. 
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if accidents of war and commerce might indeed 
cc diffufe an imperfedt knowledge of the Gofpel 
" among the tribes of Caledonia, and among 
" the borderers of the Rhine, the Danube, 
" and the Euphrates j" and Mr. Davis has 
likewife fuppreffed one of thejuftificatory Notes 
on this paflage, which exprefsly points out the 
time and circumftances of the firft Gothic con- 
verfions. Thefe exceptions, which I had cau- 
tioufly inferted, and Mr, Davis has cautioufly 
concealed, are Superfluous for the provinces of 
Thrace, Msefia, and the Lefier Armenia, which 
were contained within the precindts of the Ro- 
man Empire. They allow an ample fcope for 
the more early converfion of fome independent 
diftricts of Dacia and the Greater Armenia, 
which bordered on the Danube and Euphrates j 
and the entire fenfe of this paflage, which Mr* 
Davis firft mutilates and then attacks, is per- 
fectly confiftent with the original text of the 
learned Moftieim. 

And yet I will fairly confefs, that after a 
nicer inquiry into the epoch of .the Armenian 
Church, I am not fatisfied with the accuracy of 
my own expreflion. The affurance that the 
firft Chriftian King, and the firft Archbifliop, 
Tiridates, and St. Gregory the Illuminator, 
.were ilill alive feveral years after the death of 
Conftantine, inclined me to believe, that the 
converfion of Armenia was pofterior to the au- 
spicious 
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fpicious Revolution, which had given the fcep- 
ter of Rome to the hands of an orthodox Em- 
peror. But I had not enough confidered the 
two following circumftances. i. I might have 
recolle&ed the dates afligned by Mofes of Cho- 
rene, who, on this occafion, may be regarded 
as a competent witnefs. Tiridates afcended 
the throne of Armenia in the third year of Dio- 
cletian (Hift. Armenian, 1. ii. c. 79. p. 207.), 
and St. Gregory, who was inverted with the 
Epifcopal character in the feventeenth year of 
Tiridates, governed almoft thirty years the 
Church of Armenia, and difappeared from the 
world in the forty-fixth year of the reign of the 
fame Prince. (Hift. Armenia, 1. ii. c. 88. 
p. 224, 225.) The confecration of St. Gre- 
gory muft therefore be placed A. D. 303, and 
the converfion of the King and kingdom was 
foon atchieved by that fuccefsful miffionary. 
2. The unjuft and inglorious war which Maxi- 
min undertook againft the Armenians, the an- 
cient faithful allies of the Republic, was evi- 
dently derived from a motive of fuperflitious 
zeal. The hiftorian Eufebius (Hift. Ecclef. 
1. ix. c. 8. p. 448. edit, Cantab.) confiders the 
pious iVnnenians as a nation of Chriftians, who 
bravely defended themfelves from the hoftile 
oppreflion of an idolatrous tyrant. Infteadof 
maintaining " that the converfion of Armenia 
cc was not attempted with any degree of fuccefs 

c< till 
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f « till the fceptef was in the hands of an ortho* 
dox Emperor," I ought to have obferyed, 
that the feeds pf the f*ith were deeply fown 
during the feafon of the laft and greattft perfc- 
cution, that many Roman exiles might affift 
the labours of Gregory, and that the renowned 
Tiridaces, the hero of the Eaft, may difpute 
with Conftanrine die honour of being the firft 
Sovereign who embraced the Chriftian religion. 

In a future edition, I ihall rc&ify an expref* 
lion which, in ftrictne&, can only be applied to 
the kingdoms of Iberia and ./Ethiopia. Had 
the error been expoied by Mr. Davis himfclf, I 
fiioujd not have been afhamed to correct it; 
but I am aihamed at being reduced to contend 
with an adyer&ry who is unable to difcoyer, or 
to improve his own advantages. 

But inftead of prQlecuting any inquiry front 
whence the public might have gained inftruc- 
tion, and himfclf credit, Mr. Davis chufes to 
perplex his readers with ibme angry cavils 
about the progrefs jof the Gofpel in the fecond 
century. What does he mean to eftablifh or to 
refute ? Have I denied, that before the end of 
chat period Chriftianky was very widely diffufed 
both in the Eaft and in the Weft ? Has not 
Juftin Mar^rr affirmed, without exception or 
limitation, «that it was already preached tfr 
tV4ry nation on the face of the earth ? Is chat 
proposition true at prefent ? Could it be true in 

the 
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the time of Juftin ? Does hot Molheim acknow- 
ledge the exaggeration ? " Demus, nec enim 
?' qti*e in occulos incurrunt Infitiari audemus* 
IC effe in his verbis exaggerationis nonnihiU 
f f Certum enim eft diu poft Juftini aetatem, 
f c multas orbis terrarum gentes cognitione 
<< Chrifti caruiffe." (Moftieim dc Rebus Chrifti- 
anis, p. 203.) Does he not expofe (p. 205.) 
with becoming fcorn and indignation, the falfe- 
hood and vanity of the hyperboles of Tertul- 
lian ? iC boniim hominem aeftu imaginations 
iC elatum nop fotis adtendifle ad ca quae litteris 
< f configHabat." 

The high efteem which Mr. Davis exprefle* 
for the writings of Moftieim, would alone con- 
vince how little he has read them, lince he 
muft have been perpetually offended and dif- 
gufted by a train of thinking, the moft repug- 
nant to his own* His jealouiy, however, for 
the honour of Moftieim, provokes him to ar- 
raign the boldnefs of Mr. Gibbon, who pre- 
famtsfalfefy to charge fuch an eminent man 
with unjuftifiabk ajfertions 9 . I might obferve, 
that my ftyle, which on this occafion was more 
modeft and moderate, has acauired, perhaps 



pndefignedly, an illiberal caft from the rough 
hand of Mr. Davis. But as my veracity is im- 
peached, 1 may be lefs felicitous about my po- 





p Davis, p. 131. 
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litcncfs ; and though I have repeatedly declined 
the faireft opportunities of correding the 
errors of my predeceflbrs, yet as long as I have 
truth on my fide, I am not eafily daunted by 
the names of the moft eminent men. 

The aflertion of Molheim, which did not 
feem to be juftified 1 by the authority of Lac- 
tantius, was, that the wife and daughter of Di- 
ocletian, Prifca and Valeria^ had been pri- 
vately baptized. Mr. Davis is fore that the 
words of Molheim, <c Chriftianis facris clam 
<c initiata," need not be confined to the rite 
of baptifm ; and he is equally fure, that the re- 
ference to Molheim does not lead us to dif- 
cover even the name of Valeria. In both 
thefe afiurances he is grofsly miftaken ; but it 
is the misfortune of controverfy, that an error 
may be committed in three or four words, 
which cannot be redtified in Ids than thirty or 
forty lines. 

i. The true and the fole meaning of the 
Chriftian initiation, one of the familiar and far 
vourite allufions of the Fathers of the fourth 
century, is clearly explained by the exa<5t and 
laborious Bingham. tf The baptized were 
" alfo ftyled ptpvnpivo^ which the 'Latins 
" call initiati y the initiated, that is admitted to 
€€ the ufe of the facred offices, and knowledge 

■ Cibbon, p. 676, Note 132. 
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u bffa/red myfteries of thi ChrkUaa.Rd^gioiU - 
cc Hfenace xame that foimof fpeaking fe*fre-> 
Cf quendy^oifed by St; Chry&ftortv and)cfdi«r * 
" ancient writers, when ; the^ touched .xiporr * 
c< any do£trine& or myfteries which: the:<jDate-** 
cc chiiraens underftood not mum o» itffLvtftinii • 
" the initiated know what is ipoken^ ^St*. 
,c Ambrofe. writes a book to thefc .initiutii> 
" IHdore. . of Pelufium, <.. apd Hcfy ehius rail; 
" them [Av<fl<*i and j&u<r7ay«y»jToi. Whence »the 
fC Catetfhumete have the contrary < n#tnes, 
" Apwfri*' iA^Avurof) Ajwjrfoywyuro*, the uriiniti-' 
C4 ated br tfqbaptiied." ^Antiquities of the 
Chriftian Church, L i. c.4.'N* 24 voh 1. p. 11. 
foL edit.) Had I prefutaed to fuppofe that 
Mofheim was capable of employing a technical 
expreflkul in. a bofe .audi Equivocal ( fcr>ft, [ 
foould Indeed have violated the reipc6t >w4ueh 
I have always entertained for his learning ?ind 
abilities* i.r, . s. 1 • ' -.-^ 

a% ButrvMr* D v avi^ cannot difc6ver in th* 
texj: of Molheim the i>ame of Valeria. In that 
cafe^Maftieim wocrfd r^hive fufFere^f another 
flight inaccuracy to drop from his peri* 'as 'thfe 
.^ifFageof Ila&antSns* ^ facrificioi. poMui <ioe- 
^git, M *on. 'which lie founds his affeftfofc^in* 
dudei the named btfth'&f £rifca and Vjtffcria. 
*Bu| I ami not reduced t6-ttte necerfky of acctf- 
fing another in my own defence. Mofheim has 
1 L 4 properly 
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property '4nd efcpfeTsty declared that Valeria 
imitated tt*e £ouk taKfflspte of her mother Prif- 
ca, *« 0«ner DibctetUni nSontm habebat Vtde- 
«r «p» .rntois exemphurt pietttt erga Dewm 
«^imifcmte* er a. ctdtu fiibortim Numimsarrt 
",>riienam>, (Mefl»einn p> 913,} Mr.Baris 
haa a badhabifcbf gaeedily mapping; ar. the fir ft 
wotdt .of »/*fefenniceV without giving hhnfelf 
the trouble df going to.the end of thepa^ of 

•lihefe trifliftg«nd peevifh Cavils 'would, p*r- 
hapish^bfcen confounded with foftaecriuetlms 
<tf thefame Ramp* frn wHi«h 1 had beftofced a 
flighty though feftcient notice, t» &e begin- 
ning of thiB (article of Moftveito* had not my 
attention been awakened by a peroration worthy, 
of cTertullian bwftfel^ if Tertullian had been 
dev&d of eloquence, as wcH as of mwSenatibn'-* 
.Ivfettih teft dofe&«he Chrifbin MoAtim give 
" our infidel Hiftorian any pretext for infetting 
*<'*hi* Uti^A mttigiMnt irfnuttHtny ** That 
.Clwfiftiamity has* in-ewery frge, acirisf^^dged 
frfitt. in^ortant obUgadona to »em*ls de*©> 
< c rt'wn j" the fematk is truly contemptible 
. > l$,ttot my defigjn -to ifitt whole pages w£ 
.a jtediovjs enumeration "of the many illuflirio|b 
ja^^ tflr/ \%fti$\t% of fenwte tjtatt«*nspwiw*> «» <W 
/ age> a»d *to»oft «J : e«eCy tirtmcqr* tare {*•• 



7 



* Davis, p» 132. , 
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moted the imtreft of Chri$aiuty, fcrth fa* 
ftances will readily offbr themfejves t$ thoft 
who have the flighted knowledge of Ecclffirf* 
ftical Hrftory ; nor is it necffifcry that } %>m14 
remind them how much th* eharma*, jchj& influ- 
ence, the devotion of Clotilda, m$ qf htr 
great-grand-daughter Bertha, contributed # 
the convetfion of France and England. . R#lir 
gion may accept, without a bhilh, the fervices 
of the pureft and moft gentle portion of the 
human fpecies : but there are fome advocates 
who would dlfgrace Chriftianity, if Christianity 
could be difgraced, by the manner in which 
they defend her caufe. 

XV. 

As I eould not readily procure the work* of 
Gregory of Nyffa, I borrowed 3 from the accu- 
rate and indefatigable Tillemont, a paflage in 
the Life of Gregory Thaumaturgus, or the 
Wonder-worker, which affirmed that when the 
Saint took pofleffion of his Epifcopal Sw, he 
found only zzt&wzzzvi Cbrifimi in the <?ity pf 
JJco-Caafarea, and the adjaeetot COuntry> (f 
u environs^ la Campagne, fc pay$ d'alentpur, " 
(Mem* Eccfef; Toitu iy. p. £77, 69*. Edit. 
Brufclks, 1706). Thefe expreflicHis of TU- 
Jemont, to whom 1 explicitly nckoftwj^dgfd 

3 Gibbon, p. 605. ft. 156. 

La - my 
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rfif fol%&t\m y fynonyniout tb.the 
wofti fV^j^^tte-%hd[e territory fatrufted ta 
the^afl»ril> qretibf-the Wonderworker, and 
1 frchftcf tftfc r e£itfik : fcf ffletjfcre* bee&uk I was 
apptfifetf that Neo-C'&farea was the capital of 
thfc Pofemoniac Poritus, and that the whole 
kingd&m of Pontus; which ftretched above 
fiver hundred miles along the coaft ofthe-Eux? 
dne,. was. divided between fixteen or : feyjenteen 
Bifhops. (See die Geographia Ecdefjaftijca of 
Charles de St. Paul, and L\icas f^g^eniu^ 
p. 249,. 250, .251.)'. Thus far I may nop be 
thought to have; deferved any qenfure ; bqt the 
omiflion of the fubfequ.ent part of the fame 
paffage, which imports that at his death the 
Wonder-worker left- no more than fcventeen 
Pagans* rnay feem to wear a partis an^ fufpi- 
pipus ^>e<ft. 

• Let me therefore . firft . bbferve, a$; fome evi- 
dence of an impartial difpofition,. that I eafihf 
admitted, as the»cooI obfcrvajiomof'tkcfjpbi]©- 
fophic Lucian, .the ahgry and ant^refted com- 
plaint of -the falfe {Jrophet Alexander that 
Pontus tfas filled with Ghriftians. Thifc-coiA- 
pla$ft€ was madje under, dip'neigns pf Marcus -or 
of ^ortirriodus} tyith; whom the irBpoftor Jb 
adrnjrablf ^^exp^yfed^hy^iiciihcwas t eohtempd- 
rary * ai^'I1iad;a^cnte3 myfelf with remark- 
ing that the numbers of Christians muft have 
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been very unequally diftributed In the fevfctal 
parts of Pontus* fince the diocefe of Nec^Cas^ 
iarta contained, above -fixty years afterwards,' 
only feveatieen Qmftians- Such was the in-> 
confiderable flock which Gregory began to feed 
about the year two hundred and forty, and the 
real or fabulous convcrfions afcribed fcqt that 
Wonder-working Bifhop during a reign of 
thirty years; are totally foreign to the ftate 
of Chriftianity* in the preceding century* 
This obvious refledHon may ferve to ianfwer 
the objp&ion of- Mi*. Davis 4 , and of ahother 
adverfary 5 , who on this occafuon is more li- 
beral than Mr. Davis of thofe harflx epitbuetfc/o 
familiar to the tribe of Pdlemics, m, 

XVI. V- ::'.v/ -r 

cf Mr, Gibbon fays 6 , cc Pliny f was fent into p A 
" Bithynia (according to Pagi) in the yeafr 

€t Now that accurate Chfonologer places it 
* « in the year 102. 1 See the h& recorded in his 
u Critica-Hiftorico-Chronologica in Annalcs 
cc C/ Baroniiy A. D. 102. p; 99. fee. ii. 

" §3" ^ *■ : ' : • 

♦ Davis; p. 136, ij 7 :'- ' '\ . 
5 Pr. Randolph, in CheHinnY Remark*, p.-t^, 160. 

• Pipbon, p, N. 1574. i .,. ;-V 

u * " lap- 
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*\T appeal to nfy reader, Whether this 
afcachronifm does not plainly prove that 
«• our Hiftorian never looked into Pagi's 
* c Chronology, though he has not hdkated to 
* make a pompous reference CO hita in his 
u note 7 ? 

I cannot help obfcrving, that either Mr. 
Davis's Dictionary is extremely confined, or 
that in his Philofophy all fins arc of equal 
magnitude* Every error of fad, or language, 
every inftance where he does not know^to re- 
concile the original and the reference, he ex- 
preffes by the gentle word of mifireprefentariori. 
An inaccurate appeal to die fentirnent of Pagi, 
on a fiibjeft where 1 muft have been perfe&ly 
difinterefted, might have been flyled a lapfe of 
memory, infteadof beihg cenfured as the effedtof 
vanity and ignorance* Pagi is neither a difficult 
nor an uncommon writer, nor could I hope to 
derive, much additional fame from a pompw 
quotation of his writings which I had never feen. 

The words employed by Mr, Davis, of faS % 
of rccird, of anafbranijn^ are iroflfitfully cha- 
fen, and fo unhappily appljed x a* $o betray a 
very fiiameful ignorance, either of the Engltih 
language, or of the nature of this Chronologi- 
cal Queftion. The date of Pliny's govern- 
ment of Biihyaia is not a fait recorded by any 
ancient writer, but an opinion which modern 
7 Davis, p. 140* 

critics 
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critics faaye varkmfly formed, from the confix 
dcmtnto <of fxrtfumptive arid collateral evidence.' 
Cardinal Jftaa-onius placed the confulihip of 
PHay ooc year too late ; and, as he was per-, 
fufcfed^the old practice of the tepublk ftill /; 
ftthfifted, he natorally fuppofcd that Pliny 
obtained bk province immediately after thA 
apiratioa of his confiil&apf He therefore 
jeada him into Bithfaia ixi the year whfchj 
according to his erroneous computatign, to- 
itocided;wi& the year one hundred ajid fotof* 
(Baron, Attfwt Erctef. A* JD- 103. N* :ii 
164. i)v according no /the true; chto- 
nology> with thd year: one hundred , ftui 
two, of the Chriftian iEra. Thh miftakt of 
Baronius, Pagi, with the afliftance of his 
friend Cttdmai Noris, imderta^s 7t> rorre£t. 
From am «u£urte pariltel of rfie Annais of 
Trajan and rite ^fides of Wkif , he dechjeeis 
has proofs that Pfeay frcmaiaid at Rdmfe federal 
yea** afiprr his ConfaHhipi: ll>y Iris own iflrge*- 
l*ais„ ctoogh dbiwetimw ^ i^ui^l theory irf 
ifcft ifi^tUr<^uftqweiim >8ocw JPagi at iaft 
#(Mm tkt Hi»y made has cntranfccin&a 
ttthjmia w xhe year one hilndmd and Jten. 
^ Plinius igiwr imao Chrifti tootisjwci 
: * £t*K> Bkhyniam intFafrit# ,x Pagi, torn* i* 

f tee morcisid<rtgeia; to nay adjterfary 
tftsmiie h^ibeen n me^ J^wHadrijitv thattle 

lias* 
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hisMtdked'inta Pagi ; but I muft add, that he 
has only looked into that accurate Chronologer, 
*Fo re&ify the errors, 1 which, in the Cburfe of a 
laborious and original wirk, had efcaped the 
. diligence of the Cardinal, '. was the arduous talk 
ifhifch Pagi jiropofecT to execute 1 and for the. 
feke of perfpfcuiiiy, he distributes hw'critidfms 
ftGcbrding to r the particular • dates, whether juft 
or liultyi- 6f t\ie Chronology of Baronius him- 
felt t^Uiidefi th& y£ar '1S2,' Mr. Davis con- 
ftfk&fy fovt z lotig argliftfertf about Pliny and 
Bithyhia^and .^tJ*6ut-fconddfcendin£ to rea*) 
the Author- whom* he >pemp<mffy qpotes, this 
hafty Crifcic^mputes taJiim the opinion which 
toidftfo-iabo^^^ 4 u 

, Myfeaders, if riny Traders: have aoCompariH 
rdiiBc thus far, :muflf be fattsfod^andr. indeed 
.f»tiiiod,.'!i T iph. tb± nq)eatod^a3<i&3\tIiichIhaVt 
?madeio£iihe:wci^hiiianA itqaapOnaf; my, adver- 
-fkry's weapon*. (fThf}f.:hOT«*'Jin ^veyjTi uffault, 
,fal^ d^d;^odijyif^f5;:tai thQigpotf»d v : they 
Tidvcfmortf fth^o^/«c^tedii 30<1 jdwg eipu% 
^ . wounded^ the uii(ldlfulhand*hat.l^{wfun^ 
.wmfeuriidrai I have now examined ail the 
-mfrcprA/jrwta4ifiMS . ]wd JmKwramiy whifch *ven 
.FoffTBDampgient could, perplex:. thdJgnoiw^ or 
deceive the credulous 5 the few imputations 
(wkickth^yc oegte&ed, , aire ftill mefrej palp&bly 
oijaHbiictfifHll.inorelevixiently triflings and,-evon 
t <rf ' the 
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die friends of Mr. Davis will fcarcfely continue 
to afcribe my contempt to my fear. 

The firft part of hh Critical Volume might p i-agta4 
admit, though it did not deferve, a particular 
reply. But the eafy, though tedious compila- 
tion, which fills the remainder *, and which 
Mr. Davis has produced as the evidence of my 
Jhameful plagiarifms^ may be fet in its true 
light by three or four fliort and general reflex* 
ions. 

I. Mr. Davis has difpofed, in two Columns, 
the pafTages which he thinks proper to felefr 
from my Two laft Chapters, and the corre- 
fponding paffages from Middleton, Barbeyrac, 
Beaufobre, Dodwell, &c. to the moft import- 
ant of which he had been regularly guided by } 
my own quotations. According^ to the opi-' 
nion which he has conceived of 1 literary jirb* 
perty, to agree is to follow \ and to follow isr to 
fteal. He celebrates his own fagacity witlrlOud 
and reiterated applaiife,^ declares with infinite 
facetioufnefs, that if he reftored to every au- / 
thor the paflages which Mr. Gibbon has 
purloined, be would appear as naked as; the 
proud and gaudy Daw in the Fable, when 
each bird had plucked away its own plumes. 
Inftead of being angry with Mr. Davis for the 
parallel which he has extended to fo great a 

* Davis, p.' 168—274. 

M length, 
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length, 1 am tinder fome obligation to hit 
induftry for the copious proofs which he has 
furnifhed the reader* that my reprefentation of 
fome of the moft important fa&s of Ecclefiafti* 
cal Antiquity, is fupported by t{ie authority or 
opinion of the moft ingenious and learned of 
the modern writers. The Public may tm% 
perhaps, be very eager to affift Mr. Pavis in 
his. favourite amufement of depluming me. 
They may think that if the materials which 
compofe my Two laft Chapters are curious and 
valuable, it is of little moment to whom th$y 
properly belopg. If my readers are fatUfied 
with the form, the colours, the new arrangement 
which Ihave given to the labours of my pr$- 
deceflbrs, they may perhaps confider me not 
as a contemptible Thief, bup as an hoaeft apd 
ipduftrious Manufafturer, v^io has fairly pro- 
cured the raw materials, and worked them up 
with a laudable degree of (kill and fyccefs. 

: II. About two hundred years ago, the Court 
of Rome difcovered that the fyfterai which had 
bccin erefted by ignorance muft be defended 
and countenanced by dip aid, or at leaft by thci 
abufe, of fcience. The grofler legends of the; 
middle ages were abandoned to contiempt, but 
t-he fupremacy .and infallibility of two hundred 
Kopes, the virtues of many thoufarid Saints, 
and the miracles which they either performed 

or 
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or related, have been laborioufly confecrated 
in the Ecclefiaftical Annals of Cardinal Baro- 
nius. A Theological Barometer might be 
formed, of which the Cardinal and our coun- 
tryman Dr. Middleton fhould conftitute the 
Dppofite and remote extremities, as the former 
font %q the loweft degree of credulity, which 
was compatible with learning, and the latter 
rofe to the higheft pitch of fcepticilm, in any 
wife confiftent with Religion, The interme- 
diate gradations would be filled by a line of 
ecclefiaftical critics, whofe rank has been fixed 
by the circumftances of their temper and ftu- 
dks, as well as by the fpirit of the church or 
tbciety to which they were attached. It would 
be imufing enough to calculate the weight of 
prejudice in the air of Rome, of Oxford, of 
Paris, and of Holland; and fometimes to ob- 
ferye the irregular tendency of Papilts towards 
freedom, fometimes tQ remark the unnatural 
gravitation of Proteftants towards flavery. But 
it is ufeful to borrow the afliftance of fo many 
learned and ingenious men, who have viewed 
the firft ages of the Church in every light, and 
from every fituation. If we Ikilfully combine 
die paffions and prejudices, the hoftile motives 
and intentions, of the feveral theologians, we 
may frequently extract knowledge from cre- 
dulity, moderation from zeal, and impartial 
M 2 truth 
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truth from the moft difingenuous controverfy. 
It is the right, it is the duty of a critical hifto- 
rian to colled, to weigh, to fele£t the opinions 
of his predeceflbrs ; and the more diligence he 
has exerted in the fearch, the more rationally 
he may hope to add fome improvement to the 
ftock of knowledge, the ufe of which has been 
common to all. 

III. Befides the ideas which may be fug- 
gefted by the ftudy of the moft learned and 
ingenious of the moderns, the hiftorian may 
be indebted to them for the occafional com- 
munication of fome paflages of the ancients, 
which might otherwife have efcaped his know- 
ledge or his memory. In the confideration of 
any extenfive fubjeA, none will pretend to have 
read all that has been written, or to recollect 
all that they have read : nor is there any dif- 
grace in recurring to the writers who have pro- 
feffedly treated any queftions, which in the 
courfe of a long narrative we are called upon 
to mention in a flight and incidental manner. 
If I touch upon the obfeure and fanciful theo-* 
logy of the Gnoftics, I can accept without a 
blufti the affiftance of the candid Beaufobre j 
and when, amidft the fury of contending par* 
ties* I trace the progrefs of ecclefiaftical domi- 
nion, I am not afhamed to confefs myfelf the 
grateful difciple of the impartial Molheim. 

In 
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lathe next Volume of my Hiftory, the Header 
and the Critic muft prepare themfelves to fee 
me make a ftill more liberal ufe of the labours 
of thofe indefatigable workmen who have dug 
deep into the mine of antiquity. The Fathers 
of the fourth and fifth centuries are far more 
voluminous than their predecefTors; the writings 
of Jerom, of Auguftin, of Chryfoftom, 6fr. 
Cover . the walls of our libraries. The fmalleft 
part is of the hiftorical kind : yet the treatifes 
which feem the leaft to invite the curibfity of the 
reader^ frequently conceal very ufeful hints, or 
very valuable fa&s. The polemic who in- 
volves himfelf and his antagonifts in a cloud of 
argumentation, fometimes relates the origin 
and progrefs of the herefy which he confutes * 
and the preacher who declaims againft the 
luxury, defcribes the manners, of the age; 
and feafbnably introduces the mention of fome 
public calamity, that he may afcribe it to the 
fuftice of offended Heaven. It would furely 
be unreafonable to expedt that the hiftorian 
fliould perufe enormous volumes, with the un- 
certain hope of extra&ing a few interefting lines, 
or that he fliould facrifice whole days to the 
momentary amufement of his Reader. For- 
tunately for us both, the diligence of ecclefi- 
fiaftical critics has facilitated our inquiries : the 
compilations of Tillempnt mi ght alone be con- 
M3 fidcrc* 
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fidered as an immenfe repertory of truth' an& 
fable, of almoft all that die Fathers have pre- 
ferved, or invented, or believed; and if we 
equally avail ourfelves of the labours of con- 
tending fedtariesj we (hall often difcover, that 
the fame .paflages which the prudence of one of 
the dijfrytqnts would' liave fupprefled or dif- 
guifecl, ^re placed in' the moft confpicuoui 
light by the a&ive and interefted zeal of hi* 
^dverfary. On thefe occafions, what is the 
dyty.of a faithful hiftorian, who derives from 
fome modern writer the knowledge of fomc 
ancient teftimony, which he is defirous of In* 
troduciri^ into his own narrative? tt is hit 
duty, anci it has been my invariable pra&fce, 
to confult the original to ftudy with attention 
the wprds, the, defign/ the fpirit, the context^ 
the fituation of the paflage to which t had 
been referred $ and before 1 appropriated it tb 
my ow> uf<Vto juftify my own declaration 
« c that I Had carefully examined all the origU 
•* pal materials that could illuftrate the fubjeft 
* € which 1 had undertaken to treat*** If thfo 
ipipQXtajit obligation has fbmetimes been inii- 
pcrfeftly fulfilled* I have only omitted what it 
wpnld have been impracticable for me to per- 
form* The greateft city in the world is ftili 
tfcftfcute ^f that ufeful inftitution, a public li- 
bmji and the writer n)po has undertaken to 

treat 
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treat any large hiffcorip^i lubjedt, is reduced to 
th^ pecpflity of purchafing> for his private ufe, 
anumefqus and valuable cqUettion of thp bpqk? 
Which n^uft form the b^fts of his yfork< The 
diligence of his bookfellers will nqt always prove 
fuccefsfuli and thp CJtfidojir pf hU readers ifr Hi 
not ahvays expe£, ih*f* for the false of verify- 
iftg 4n accidental qijiptafipn pf ten lines, he 
lbpuld load himfelf with ^ vfeleft aftd f*peni** 
five feries of ten vplun#f • ^ In a very fevt in* 
ftancps, vherg I had npjt. the opportunity of 
cofcfakjng the ofigioals! J have adspted their 
tpftjmonyo# the foith pf modern glides, of 
wjiqfe fi$el}ty J/w^s ftti$fied byt pi) jhefp Oc- 
ca&wjs^ ;ii#ead of df&fci"g rnyfcjf \vith the 
borrpwgd gkifpes of Tiljifniqnt or J^rdfleiy V 
have bpefl rio# fcrup«!ouQy e?a& in ifj^rk^ng 
thp «Sftac c ^f my reading, $jid thp fourta of 

m& ififf&mtiQfl. ; T% aiftioftiQ^, which * 

fenfe of truth and modefty had engaged me to 
e^prefs* iswigeneroufly fbjafed by Mr. D^vns, 
who fcems hippy %o ijtforqn his ^lea^pr^.t^at 
Cf in pNEin^ance (Pt$fl- xvi« 164. qr, i^^he 
€€ fir# edition, 163.) I havp, by aa yqftegflyut- 
cc . ablp overfight, unfortunately for t$y£df, 4 fpr- 

C€ <Jifcl&im all knowledge qf^thagff^ys|^tYr^,C 

' * Gibbon, p. 605, it. 156; p. 606, N. 161 ? J pv6y>; 
N. 164; p. 699, N. 178, . , 

. - / • " I had 
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fr Iliad picked up from TillemontV Without 
animadverting on the decency of thefe expref- 
liqns, which are now grown familiar to me, I 
lhall content myfelf with obferving, that as I 
had frequently quoted Eufebius, or Cyprian, 
or Tertullian, becaufe I had read them ; ib, in 
this inftance, I only made my reference to Til- 
lemont, becaufe I had not read, and did not 
poflefs, the works of Athanafius. The pro* 
grefs of my undertaking has fince direfted me 
to perufe the Hiftorical Apologies of the Arch- 
bifhop of Alexandria, whofe life is a very in- 
terefting part of the age in which he lived; 
and if Mr. Davis lhould have the curiofity to 
look into my Second Volume, he will find that 
I make a free and frequent appeal to the writ- 
ings of Athanafius. Whatever may be the 
opinion or practice of my adverfary, this I ap- 
prehend to be the dealing of a fair and honour- 
able man. 

IV* The hiftorical monuments of the three 
firft centuries of ecclefiaftical antiquity are nei- 
ther very numerous, nor very prolix. From 
the end of the Afts of die Apofties, to the time 
when the firft Apology of Juftin Martyr was 
prefented, there intervened a dark and doubt- 
ful period of fourfcore years j and, even if the 
Epiftles of Ignatius fhould be approved by the 

f Davis, p. *7J. 

critic. 



Digitized by 



[ «9 3 

critic, they could not be very ferviceable to 
the hi dorian. From the middle of the fecond 
to the beginning of the fourth century, wc 
gain our knowledge of the ftate and progrefe 
of Chriftianity from the fucceflive Apologies 
which were occafionally compofed by Juftin, 
Athenagoras, Tertullian, Origen, Csfc. \ from 
the Epiftles of Cyprian j from a few Jincere a£ts 
of the Martyrs ; from fome moral or contro- 
verfial tra&s, which indiredtly explain the events 
and manners of the times ; from the rare and 
accidental notice which profane writers have 
taken of the Chriftian feci j from the decla- 
matory Narrative which celebrates the deaths 
of the perfecutorsj and from the Ecclefiaftical 
Hiftory of Eufebius, who has preferved fome 
valuable fragments of more early writers. 
Since the revival of letters, thefe original ma- 
terials have been the common fund of critics 
and hiftorians : nor has it ever been imagined, 
that the abfolute and exclufive property of a 
paflage in Eufebius or Tertullian was acquired 
by the firft who had an opportunity of quoting 
it. The learned work of Mofheim, de Rebus 
Cbriftianis ante Conftantinum y was printed in the 
year 1753 ; and if I were poflefled of the pa- 
tience and difingenuity of Mr. Davis, I would 
engage to find all the ancient teftimonies that 
he has alleged, in the writings of Dodwell or 
N TiUcmontj 
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Tillemont, which were published before the 
end of the laft century. But if I were animated 
by any malevolent intentions againft DodweU 
or Tillemont, I could as eafily> and as unfairly, 
fix on them the guilt of Plagiarifm, by pro- 
ducing the fame pafTages tranferibed or tranf- 
Jated at full length in the Annals of Cardinal 
JBaronius. Let not criticifm be any longer dif- 
graced by the praftice of fuch unworthy arts. 
Jnftead of admitting fufpicions as falfe as they 
are ungenerous, candour will acknowledge, 
that Molheim or Dodwell, Tillemont or Baro- 
pius, enjoyed the fame right, and often were 
under the fame obligation, of quoting the paf- 
fages which they had read, ^nd which were in- 
difpenfably requifite to confirm the truth and 
fubftance of their fimilar narratives. Mr. Davis 
is fo far from allowing me the benefit of this 
common indulgence, or rather of this common 
right, that he ftigmatizes with the name of 
fiagiarifm a clofe and literal agreement with 
Dodwell in the account of fome parts of thp 
perfecution of Diocletian, where a few chap- 
ters of Eufebius gnd La&antius, perhaps of 
J^a&antius alone, are the fple materials from 
whence bur knowledge could be derived, and 
where, if I had not tranferibed, I mult have 
invented. He is even bold enough (bold is not 
the proper word) to conceive fome hopes of 
4 perfuading 
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perfuading his readers, that an Hiftoriah who 
has employed feveral years of his life, and 
feveral hundred pages, on the Decline and Fall 
of the Roman Empire, had never read Orofius', 
or the Auguftan Hiftory; and that he waS 
forced to borrow, at fecond-hand, his quota- 
tions from the Theodofian Code. I cannot 
profefs myfelf very defirous of Mr* Davis's ac- 
quaintance ; but if he will take the trouble of 
Calling at my houfe any afternoon when I ani 
not at home, my fervant fhall fhew him my 
library, which he will find tolerably well fur- 
niflied with the ufeful authors, ancient as well 
as modern, ecclefiaftical as well as profane, 
who have direllfy fupplied me with the mate- 
rials of my Hiftory. 

The peculiar reafons, and they afe not of the 
ihoft flattering kind, which urged me to rep&f 
the furious and feeble attack of Mr. Davis,' 
have been already mentioned. But fince I am 
drawn thus reludtantly into the lifts of contro- 
verfy, I fhall not retire till I have faluted, ei- 
ther with ftern defiance or gentle courtefy, 
the theological champions who have fignalizecf 
their ardour to break a lance againft the fhielct 
of a Pagan adver&ry. The fifteenth and fix* 
tfcefitti Chapters have been honoured with the* 
ndtice of feveral writers, whole names an& % 
diara&ers fttemed to prbmifc more maturity qf 
N % judgment 
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judgment and learning than could reafonably 
be expedted from the unfinilhed ftudies of a 
Batchelor of Arts. The Reverend Mr. Ap- 
thorpe, Dr. Watfon, the Regius Profeflbr of 
Divinity in the Univerfity of Cambridge, Dr, 
Chelfum of Chrift Church, and his afibciate 
Dr. Randolph, Prefident of Chrift Church 
College, and the Lady Margaret's Profeflbr of 
Divinity in the Univerfity of Oxford, have 
given me a fair right, which, however, I fhall 
not abufe, of freely declaring my opinion oa 
the fubjedt of their refpe&ive criticifms. 

If I am not miftaken, Mr. Apthorpe was 
the firft who announced to the Public his in- 
tention of examining the interefting fubjeft 
which I had treated in the Two laft Chapters of 
my Hiftory, The multitude of collateral and 
acceflary ideas which prefented ^henfifelves tot 
the Author infenfibly fvyelled the bulk of his 
papers to the fize of a large volume in oftavo j 
the publication was delayed many months be- 
yond the time of the firft advertifement ; and 
when Mr. Apthorpe's Letters appeared, I 
was furprifed to find, that I had Jcarcely any 
intereft or concern in their contents. They are 
filled with general obfervations on the Study 
of Hiftory, with a large and ufeful catalogue 
of Hiftorians, and with a variety of reflections, 
moral and religious, all preparatory to the di- 
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reft and formal confideration of my Two laft 
Chapters, which Mr. Apthorpe feems to re- 
serve for the fubjett of a fecond Volume. I 
firtcerely refpeft the learning, the piety, and 
the candour of this Gentleman, and rouft con- 
fider it as a mark of his efteem, that he has 
thought proper to begin his approaches at fo 
great a diftance from the fortifications which 
he defigned to attack. 

When Dr. Watfon gave to the Public his d«.Wat* 
Apology for Chriftianity, in a Series of Let- ,0N ' 
ters, he addreffed them to the Author of the 
Decline and Fall of the Roman Empire, with 
a juft confidence that he had confidered this 
important object in a manner not" unworthy of 
his antagonift or of himfelf. Dr. Watfon's 
mode of thinking bears a liberal and philofo- 
phic caft; his thoughts are exprefied with 
fpirit, and that fpirit is always tempered by 
politenefs and moderation. Such is the man 
whoip I lhould be happy to call my friend, 
and whom I fhould not blufh to call my an- 
tagonift. But the fame motives which might 
tempt me to accept, or even to folicit, a pri- 
vate and amicable conference, difluaded me 
from entering ii)to a public controverfy with a 
Writer of fo refpeftable a character ; and I em- 
braced the earlieft opportunity of expreffing to 
Dr f Watfon himfelf, how fincerely I agreed 

with 
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With him in thinking, <c That as the worlcf is 
€e now poffefled of the opinion of us both upon 
€€ the fubjeft in qtfeftion, it may be perhaps 
€i as proper for us both to leave it in this 
(€ ftate V The nature of the ingenious Pro- 
feflbr's Apology contributed to ftfengthen the 
intolerable relu&artce to engage in hoftile al- 
tercation which was common to us both, by 
convincing me, that fuch art altercation was 
unneceffary as well as unpleafant. He very 
juftly and politely declares, that a confider- 
able part, near fevenry pagesi of his fmafl vo- 
lume are not dire&ed to me 3, but to a: let of 
mert whom he ptabes in an odious and con- 
temptible light. He leaves to other handsthe' 
defence of the leading Ecclefiaftics, eveh of* 
the primitive church and without being very 
anxioufc, either to {often their vices and indif-' 
cretion, or to aggravate the crufclty of the 
Heathfen Persecutors,' he paffes over in filence 
the greateft part of my Sixteenth Chapter. It' 
is nor fo much the purpofe of the AjtologilVttf 
efcaniine the fafts which have been advanced 
by the Hiftbrian, as to remove the impfefllons 
itfhich may have been forrtied by many of his 
Readers j and theremarka of Dr. Watfori cbtiflft 
more properly of gener^argtf mentation thlth of 

* Watfon'a Apology for ChrifUanity, p. 200. 

3 Id*, p. 2T02 — 262. 

particular 
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particular criticifm. He fairly owns, that I 
have exprefsly allowed the full and irrefiftible 
weight ?f the firft great caufe of the fuccefs of 
Chriftianity *, and he is too candid to deny 
that the five feconfary caufes, which I had at- 
tempted to explain, operated with fome degree 
of a&ive energy towards the accomplishment 
<>f that great event. The only queftion which 
remains between us, relates to the degree of 
the weight and effedt of thofe fecondary caufes $ 
and as I am perfuaded that our philofophy is 
not of th»e dogmatic kind, we fhould foon ac- 
knowledge that this precife degree cannot bf 
afcertained by reafoning, nor perhaps be ex-r 
preffed by words. In the courfe of this en-? 
quiry f fome incidental difficulties have arifen^ 
which I had fluted with impartiality, aijdwhicfy 
Pr. Watfon refolves with ingenuity and tem- 
per. Jf \n fome inftances h<j feemp to J#vf 
mifapprehpnded my fentimepts, I may hefitat$ 
whether I ftiould impute the feult to my owfl 
want of clearneff or to his w^nt of attention, 
but I can never entertain a fufpicion that Dr, 
Watfon would defcend to employ f{ie difinge- 
nuqus arts of vulgar controyerfy. 

There is, however, one paflage, and one pafr 
fagc only, which muft not pafs without fbpi? 

4 Wfcffoji's Apology for Chrifliamty, p. 5. 
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explanation ; and I fhall the more eagerly em- 
brace this occafion to illuftrate what I hadfaid, 
as the mifconftruftion of my true meaning 
feems to have made an involuntary, but unfa- 
vourable, impreflion on the liberal mind of Dr. 
Watfon. As I endeavour not to palliate the 
feverity, but to difdover the motives, of the 
Roman Magiftrates, I had remarked, c< it 
cf was in vain that the opprefied Believer 
Cf aflerted the unalienable rights of con- 
cc fcience and private judgment. Though his 
cc fituation might excite the pity, his argu- 
cc ments could never reach the underftanding, 
cc either of the philofophic or of the believing 
Cf part of the Pagan world 5 ." The humanity 
of Dr. Watfon takes fire on the fuppofed pro- 
vocation, and he afks me with unufual quick- 
hefs, ff How, Sir, are the arguments for liberty 
<c of confeience fo exceedingly inconclufive, 
cc that you think them incapable of reaching 
cc the underftanding even of philofophers 6 ?" 
He continues to obferve, that a captious ad- 
verfary would embrace with avidity the Op- 
portunity this paflage affords of blotting my 
chara&er with the odious ftain of being a Per- 
iecutorj a ftain which no learning can wipe 
out, which no genius or ability can render 

1 Gibbon, p. 625, 6 Watfon, p. 185. 

amiablej 
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iniiable; and though he himfelf does not en- 
tertain fuch an opinion of my principles, his 
ingenuity tries in vain to provide me with the 
means of efcape. 

I muft lament that I hare not been fucceff* 
fill in the explanation of a very fimple notion 
of the fpirit both of philofophy and of poly-* 
theifm, which I have repeatedly inculcated* 
The arguments which affert the rights of con- 
fidence are not inconclufive in themfelves, but 
the underftanding of the Greeks and Roman* 
was fortified againft their evidence by an in- 
vincible prejudice. When we liften to the voice 
ofBayle, of Locke, and of genuine reafon, ia 
favour of religious toleration, we lhall eafily 
perceive that our mod forcible appeal is made 
to our mutual feelings; If the Jew al-* ss*r*s 
towed to argue with the Inquifitor* he would 
requeft that for a moment they might ex- 
change their different fituations* and might 
fafely alk his Catholic Tyrant, whether the fear 
of death Would compel him to erlter the fyna- 
ttrgogue* to receive the mark of circumcifion, 
and to partake of the pafchal lamb* As foon 
as the cafe of perfecution was broyght home to 
the breaft of the Inquifitor, he muft have found 
fome difficulty in fupprefling the dictates of 
natural equity* which would infinuate to hia 
confcience, that he could have no right to in- 

o m 
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fllft thofe punifhments which, under fimilar 
circumftances, he would efteem it as his duty 
to encounter. But this argument could not 
reach the underftanding of a Polytheift, or of 
an ancient Phllofopher. The former was ready, 
whenever he was ftimmoned, or indeed with- 
out being fummoned, to fall proftrate before 
the altars of any Godrwho were adored in any 
part of the world, and to admit a vague per- 
fuafion of the truth and divinity of the moft 
different modes of religion. The Philofopherv 
who cbrifidefed them, at leaft in their literal 
fenfe, as equally falfe and abfurd, was .not 
ifhamed to difguife his fcntiments, and to 
frame his actions according to the laws of his 
country, which impofed the fame obligation 
on the philofophers and the people. When 
Pliny declared, that whatever was the opinion 
of the Chriftians, their obftinacy deferved pu- 
nishment, the abfurd cruelty of Pliny wa$ 
cxrufed in his own eye, by the confeioufnefs 
that, in thefituation of the Chriftians, he would 
not have refufed the religious compliance which 
he exafted. I ftiall not repeat, that the Pa- 
gan worfhip was a matter, not of opinio** 
but of cufiom ; that the toleration of the Ro-> 
mans was confined to nations, or families who 
followed the pradtice of their anceftorsj an4 
that 'in . the firft ages of Chriftianity their per- 
x fecution 
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fecution of the individuals who departed from 
the eftablifhed religion was neither moderated 
by pure reafon, nor inflamed by exclufive zeal. 
But I only defire to appeal from the hafty ap- 
prehenfion to' the more deliberate judgment of 
Dr. Watfon himfelf. Should there ftill remain 
any difference of opinion between us, I fliall He 
fatisfied, if he will conlider me as a fincere, 
though perhaps unfuccefsful, lover of truth, 
and as a firm friend to civil and ecclefiaftical 
freedom. 

Far be it from me, or from any faithful d *-c H el. 

TT-n • • o r • • ,v m and 

Hiitonan, to impute to relpectable focieties d .r a ». 
the faults of fome individual members. Our L?M ' 
two Univerfiries moft undoubtedly contain the 
facne mixture, and moft probably the fame 
proportions, of zeal and moderation, of reafon 
and fuperftition. Yet there is much lefs dif- 
ference between the fmoothnefs of the Ionic 
and the roughnefs of the Doric dialed, than 
may be found between the poliflied ftyle of Dr. 
Watfon, and the coarfe language of Mr. Davis, 
Dr. Chelfum, or JDr. Randolph. The fecond 
Qf thefe Critics, Dr. Chelfum of Chrift Church, 
i? unwilling that the world ftiould forget that 
k was the firft who founded to arms, that be 
was the firft who furniftied the antidote to the 
poifon ? and who, as early as the month of 
Q&oberof the year 1776, publiflied his 5/r/V- 
ftrts on the Two laft Chapters of Mr. Gibbon's 
Q 2 Hiftory, 
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^liftory. The fuccefs of a pamphlet, whic^ 
he modeftly ftyles imperfed and ill-digefted^ 
encouraged him to refume the controverfy. 
In the beginning of the prefent year, his Re- 
marks made their fecond appearance, with fome 
alteration of form, and a Urge increafe of 
bulk ; and the author, who feems to fight un- 
der the proteftion of two epifcopal banners, 
has prefixed, in the front of his volume, his 
name and titles, which in the former edition he 
had lefs honourably fupprefied. His confidence 
is fortified by the alliance and communication* 
pf a difiinguijbed Writer, Dr. Randolph, 6fo 
who, oh a proper occafion, would, no doubt, 
be ready to bear as honourable teftimony to 
{he merit and reputation of Dr. Chelfum. The 
two friends are indeed fo happily united by art 
and nature, that if the author of the Remarks 
had not pointed out the valuable communica- 
cations of the Margaret Profeflbr, it would 
have been impoflible to feparate their reifpe&ivc 
property. Writers who poflefs any freedom of 
mind, may be known from each other by the 
peculiar chara&er of their ftyle and fentiments j 
but the champions who are inlifted in the fer- 
vice of Authority, commonly wear the uniform 
of the regiment. Opprefled with the fame 
yoke, covered with the fame trappings, they 
heavily move along, perhaps not with an equal 
j>ace, in the fame beaten track of prejudice and 

prefer-: 
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preferment. Yet I fliould expofe my own In«» 
juftice, were 1 abfolutely to confound witfy 
Mr. Davis the two Doftors in Divinity, who 
are joined in one volume. The three Critics 
appear to be animated by the fame implacable 
refentment againft the Hiftorian of the Roman 
Empire i they are alike difpofed to fupport 
the fame opinions by the fame arts ; and if in 
the language of the two latter the difregard of 
politenefs is fomewhat lefs grofs and indecent^ 
the difference is not of fuch a magnitude as to 
excite in my breaft any lively fenfations of 
gratitude. It was the misfortune of Mr. Davis 
that he undertook to write before he had read* 
He fet out with the ftock of authorities which 
he found in my quotations, and boldly ven- 
tured to play his reputation againft mine. Per- 
haps he may now repent of a lofs which is not 
eafily recovered but if I had not furmounted 
toy almoft infuperable relu&ance to a public 
difpute, many a reader might ftill be dazzled 
by the vehemence of his affertions, and might 
ftill believe that Mr. Davis had detefted fe- 
deral wilful and important mifreprefentations 
in my Two laft Chapters. But the confederate 
Doftors appear to be fcholars of a higher form 
and longer experience; they enjoy a certain 
rank in their academical world ; and as their 
zeal is enlightened by fome rays of knowledge, 

fo their defire to ruin the credit of their adver- 
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fery is i>ccafionally checked by the apprehen- 
fion of injuring their own. Thefe reftraints, 
to which Mr. Davis was a ftranger, have con- 
fined them to a very narrow and humble path 
of hiftorical criticifm ; and if I were to correct, 
according to their wifhes, all the particular 
fadts againft which they have advanced any ob- 
jections, thefe corre&ions, admitted in their 
fulleft extent, would hardly furnilh materials 
for a decent lift of errata. 
. The dogmatical part of their work, which in 
every fenfe of the word deferves that appella-* 
tion, is ill adapted \o engage my attention* 
I had declined the confideration of theologi- 
cal arguments, when they were managed by a 
candid and liberal adverfary ; and it would be 
inconfiftent enough, if I ibould have refufed to. 
draw my fword in honourable combat againft 
the keen and well-tempered weapon of Dr. 
Watfon, for the fole purpofe of encountering 
the ruftic cudgel of two ftaunch and fturdy Po- 
lemics. 

I (hall not enter any farther into the cha- 
racter and conduft of Cyprian, as I am fen- 
fible that if the opinion of Le Clerc, Molheim, 
and myfelf, is reprobated by Dr. Chelfum and 
his ally, the differegce muft fubfift, till we 
fliall entertain the fame notions of moral virtue 
and Ecclefiaftical power 7 . If Dr. Randolph 

7 Gibbon, p. 558, 559. Chelfinn, f. 132—139- 
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ixrill allow that the primitive Clergy received^ 
managed, and diftributecLthe tythes, and other 
charitable donations of the faithful, the dif- 
pute between us, will be a difpure of .words 
I fhall not amufe myfelf with proving .that 
the learned Origen muft have derived from 
the infpired authority pf the. Church his know- 
ledge, not indeed of the authenticity, bufc 
of the in/piration of the four Evangeljfts, 
Mo of whom are not in the rank of .the 
Apoftles 9 . I fhall fubmit to the judgment 
of the Public, whether the Athanafian Creed 
is not read and received in the Church of 
England, and whether the wifeft and mofl 
virtuous of the Pagans 1 bejieved the Catho- 
lic faith, which is declared in the Athanafiarx 
Crged to be abfolutely neceflary for falva- 
tion. As little fhall I think myfelf interefled 
in the elaborate difquifitions with which thq 
Author of the Remarks has filled a great num- 
ber of pages, concerning the famous tefiimony 
pf Jofcphus, the pafiages of Irenreus and The- 
pphilus, which relate to the gift of miracles, 
and th? origin of circumcifion in Paleftine or in 
Egypt*. If I have rejected, and rejefted with 
fome contempt, the interpolation which pious 
fraud has very aukwardly inferted in the text 

1 Gibbon, p. 592. Randolph in Chelfum, p. 122. -* 
' 9 Gibbon, p. 551, Note 33. Chejfum, p. 39. 
1 Gibbon, p. 565, Note70. Chelfum, p. 66. 
• Chelftun's Remarks, p. 13—19. 67—91, 180—185. 
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of Jofephus, t may deem myfclf fecure behiAci 
the (hield of learned and pious critics (See in 
particular Le Clerc, in his Ars Critica, part 
iii. fed. i. c* 15, and Lardner's Teftimonies, 
Vol. i. p. 150, &c), who have condemned 
this paflage : and I think it very natural that 
Dr. Chelfum fhould embrace the contrary opi- 
nion, which is not deftitute of able advocates* 
The paflages of Irenasus and Theophilus were 
thoroughly lifted in the controverfy about the 
duration of Miracles j and as the Works of Dr* 
Middleton may be found in every library, fo 
it is not impoflible that a diligent fearch may 
ftill difcover fome remains of the writings of 
his adverfaries. In mentioning the confeffion 
of the Syrians of Paleftine^ that they had received 
from Egypt the rite of circumcifion, I had lim- 
ply alleged the teftimony of Herodotus, without 
exprefsly adopting the fentiment of Marflram. 
But I had always imagined, that in thefe doubt- 
ful and indifferent queftions, which have been fo* 
lemnly argued before the tribunal of the Public, 
every fcholar was at liberty to chufe his fide* 1 
without afligning his reafons; nor can I yet 
perfuade myfelf, that either Dr. Chelfum, or 
myfelf, are likely to enforce, by any new argu- 
ments, the opinions which we have refpefti vely 
followed. The only novelty for which I can 
perceive myfelf indebted to Dr. Chelfurfy is 
the very extraordinary Scepticifm which he in* 
finuates concerning the time of Herodotus 

whoj 
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who, according to the chronology of fome 3 flotJ* 
rtfhed during the time of the Jewifli captivity 
Can it be neceflaiy to inform a Divine; that 
the captivity which lafted feventy years, ac* 
cording to the prophecy of Jeremiah, was ter- 
minated in the year 536 before Chrift, by the 
edict which Cyrus publiflied in the firft year of 
His reign (Jeremiah, xxv. ii, ia. xkix. to* 
Ezra, i. 1* &c. Uftier and Prideauxj under the 
years 606 and 536.) ? Can it be neceflary to in* 
form a man of letters, that Herodotus was 
fifty-three years oid at the commencement of 
the Peloponnefian war (Aulus dellius, No&* 
Attic, xv. 23. from the Commentaries of Pam- 
phila), and consequently that he was born in 
the year before Chrift 484, fifty-two years 
after the end of the Jewifli Captivity ? As this 
well atteftcd fa& is not expofed to the flighteft 
doubt or difficvity, I am fomewhat curious to 
learn the names of thofe unknown authors, 
whofe chronology Dr. Chelfum has allowed as 
the fpecious foundation of a probable hypothec 
iU. The Author of the Remarks, does not 
fcem indeed to have cultivated, with much care 
or fuccefs, the province of literary hiftory $ as 
a very moderate acquaintance with that ui'eful 
branch of knowledge would have faved him 
from a. pofitivc. miftakc, much lefs excufabl? 

» Chclfum, p. 15, 
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than the doubt which he entertains about the 
time of Herodotus. He ftyles Suidas " £ 
cc Heathen writer, who lived about the end of 
<c the tenth century I admit the period 
which he afligns to Suidas; and which is well 
jMcertained by Dr. Bentley (See his Reply to 
Bojrle, p, 22, 23.) We are led to fix this 
epoch by the chronology which this Heatbci 
writer has deduced from Adam, to the death of 
fhe emperor John Zimifces, A. D. 975 : and a 
crowd of paffages might be produced, as the 
unafwerable evidence of his Chriftianity. But 
the moft unanfwerable of all is the very date, 
which is not difputed between us. The phflo- 
ibphers who flouriihed under Juftinian (See 
Agathias, 1. ii. p. 65, 66.), appear to have 
been the fcft of die Heathen writers ; and the 
ancient religion of the Greeks was annihilated 
almoft four hundred years before the birth of 
Suidas. 

After this animadverfion, whijeh is not in- 
tended either to infult the failings of my Ad- 
verfary, or to provide a convenient excijfc ftfr 
my own errors, I fhall proceed to feleft tw* 
important parts of Dr. Chelfum's Remarks, 
from which the candid reader may form fbmfc 
opinion of the whole. They relate to the mi- 
litary fcrvicc of the firft Ghriftians, and to tht 

* Chdfcm, p. 73. 
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iyfttrical ehara&er'tff EufebiuS $ andl ftiall re- 
view them with the lefs relu&ance, as it may 
not be impoflible to pick up fbmething ciiriouv 
a*d ufeful even in the barren wafte of contro* 
*erfy. 

I. 

In reprefenting the errors of the primitive ^ I R tIT c AKT 
Chriftians, which flowed from an excefs of vir- of thi 
tue f I had obferved, that they expofed them- 
fclves to the reproaches of the Pagans^ by their AN< " 
obftinate refufal to take an aftive part in the 
civil adminiftration, or military defence of the 
empire ; that the obje&ions of Celfus appear 
to have been mutilated by his adverfary Ori- 
gen, and that the Apologifts, to whom the 
public dangers were urged, returned oblcure 
and ambiguous anfwers, as they were unwilling 
to difclofe the true ground of their fecurity* 
their opinion of the approaching end of the 
world 5 . In another place I had related,* from 
the Adts of Ruinart, the adtion and punifhment 
of the Centurion Marcellus, who was put to 
death for renouncing the fervice in a public 
and feditious manner 6 . 

On this occafion Dr. Chelfum is extremely 
alert. He denies my fa&s, controverts my 
opinions, and, with a politenefa worthy of Mr# 
Davis himfelf, infinuates that I borrowed tha 

s CJibboa, p. 580, 581. 6 Id. f. tffot 

Pa ftoiy 



Digitized by 



(lory of Marcellus, not from Ruinart, but 
from Voltaire. My learned Adverfaiy thinks 
it highly improbable that Origen fhould dare to 
mutilate the objections of Celfus, " whofe work 
« was, in all probability, extant at the time ho 
* c made this reply. In fuch cafe, had he even 
* c been inclined to treat his adverfary unfairly, 
*' he muft yet furely have been with-held from 

the attempt, through the fear of detec- 
* c tion 7 . ,? The experience both of ancient 
and modern controverfy, has indeed convinced 
me that this reafoning, juft and natural as it 
may'feem, is totally inconclulive, and that the 
generality of difputants, cfpecially in religious 
eontefts, are of a much more daring and intre- 
pid fpirit, For the truth of this remark, I fhall 
content myfelf with producing a recent and very 
/ingular example, in which Dr. Chelfum him- 
felf is perfonally interefted. He charges * me 
with pafling over in " filence the important 
*' and ijnfufpe&ed teftimpny of a Heathen hi- 
< c ftorian (Dion Cafiius) to the perfecution of 
* c Domitian and he affirms, that I have pro- 
i * duced th^t teftimony fo far only as it relates 
** to Clemens and Domitilla * yet in the very 

fame paflage, follows immediately, that on 
w a like accufation many others were alfq 
*f conderryi^d, Some of them vfrere put to 

9 Chdfum, j>. i j8, 1 19. • Id. p. 188. 
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« death, otters fuflfered the confifcation of 
« their goods 9 ." Although I fliould not be 
alhamed to undertake the apology of Nero or 
Bomitian, if I thought them innocent of any 
particular crime with which zeal or malice had 
unjuftly branded their memory 5 yet I fliould 
indeed blufh, if, in favour of tyranny, or even : 
}n favour of virtue, I had fupprefled the truth? 
and evidence of hiftorical fa&s. But the 
Reader will feel fome furprize, when he has 
convinced himfelf that, in the three editions of 
my Firft Volume, after relating the death of 
Clemens, and the exile of Domitilla, I continue 
to allege the entire testimony of Dion, in 
the following words : cc and fentences either 
4< of death, or of confifcation, were pronounced 
" again ft a great number of persons who 
cc were involved in the same accufation. The 
" guilt imputed to their charge, was that of 
<c Atheifm and Jewifli manners 5 a lingular 
*• aflbciation of ideas which cannot with any 
cc propriety be applied except to the Chriftians, 
fC as they were obfeurely and imperfeftly 
cc viewed by the magiftrates and writers of 
" that period." Dr. Chelfum has not been 
deterred, by the fear of detection, from this 
fcandalous mutilation of the popular work of a 
Jiying adverfary. But Celfus had been dead 

• GibboB, p. 645* 
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Ibovc fifty ywrs before Origen ^liblifted fait 
Apology 3 a^d tlje copies of an ancient work, 
inftead of >eing inftantaneoufly multiplied by 
the operation of the prefs, were feparately and 
flowly tranferibed by the labour of the hand. 

If any modern Divine fliould ftill maintain 
that the fidelity of Origen was fecured by mo- 
tives more honourable than the fear of detec- 
tion, he n\ay learn from Jerom the difference 
of the gyvmafiic and dogmatic ftyles* Truth is 
the object of the one, Vi&ory of the other ; 
*nd the fame arts which would d%»ac;e : the 
lincerity of the teacher, ferve only to difplay 
the fkill of the difputant. Afper juftiiying. hj* 
own pradtice by that of the .orators and philo- 
sophers, Jerom defends- himfelf by the mprfi 
fefpedable authority of Chriftian Apolagifts* 
« How many thoufand lines, fays, he, have 
* c been compofed againft Qdjus and Porphyry, 
€ J by Origin, Methodius^ Euipbiys, Apollinarifc 
<c Confider with what arguments, with what 
<c flippery problems, they elude the inventions 
5* of the Deyil; and how in, their controvert 
* c . with the Gentiles, they are fometirhes oblige 
" ed to fpeak, not what they really think, bitf 
<c what is moft advantageous for the caufe they 
<c defend. cc Origenes, &c. multis veriuura 
« millibus fcribunt ylverfus Celfum et Por- 
€C phyrium. Confiderate quibus argumentis et 
" quam lubrici$ problwaftjDus diaboli lpiritu 
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,r contexta fobvertunt : ct quia mterdum co-" 
€t gimtur loqui, non quod fentiunt, fed quod 
" neceffe eft dicunt adverfus ea quae dicunt 
" Gentiles." (Pro Libris adverf. Jovinian. 
Apohog. Tom. ii. p. 135.)' 

Yet Dr. Chelfum maf ftill afk, and he has 
a right to alk, why in this particular inftancc I 
fofpe& the pious Origen of mutilating the ob- 
je&ions of his adverfaiy. From a very obvi- 
ous, and, in my opinion, a very decifive cir- 
cumftance. CeHus was a Greek philofopherj 
the friend of Lucian j and I thought that al- 
though he might fupport error by fophiftry, he 
would not write nonfenfe in his own language. 
I renounce my fofpicion, if the moft attentive? 
deader is able to underftand the defign and pur- 
port of a paffage which is given as a formal 
quotation from CeHus, and which begins with 
tht following wofds t Ou pi* txuvo an*™ trx 
Xf^o^roc, &Cv {Origen contr. Cetfum, 1. viii. 
p. 425. edit. Spencer, Cantab. 1677.) I have 
carefully- infpe&ed the original, f ^have availed 
myfelf of the learning of Spen<fer, and even 
Batrhereau (for 1 (hall always dftclai m the fcb-* 
ford and afie&ed pedantry of^ufmg without 
fcruple a Latin vevfion, but of del£ifing*tfie 
aid of a French tranftation), aheftfie' iH ftitceft 
tffnf efforts has countenanced fefpie?on*W 
which I ftill adhere, with a juft mixture of 
% doubt and hefitafidri. Origen very boldly de- 
2 iiies, 
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aies, that any of the Chriftians have affirmed 
what is imputed to them by Celfus, in this un- 
intelligible quotation ; and it may eafily be ere-, 
dited, that none had maintained what none 
can comprehend. Dr. Chelfum has produced 
the words of Origen* but on this occafion 
there is a ftrange ambiguity in the language of 
the modern Divine as if he wifhed to inlinu- 
ate what he dared not affirm j and every reader 
piuft conclude, from his ftate of the queftion, 
that Origen exprefsly denied the truth of the 
accufation of Celfus, who had accufed the Chri- 
ftians of declining to aflift their fellow-fubjefts 
in the military defence of the empire, aflailed 
on every fide by the arms of the Barbarians. 

Will Dr. Chelfum juftify to the world, can 
he juftify to his own feelings, the abufe which 
he has made even of the privileges of the Gym- 
naftic ftyle ? Carelefs and hafty indeed muft 
have been his perufal of Origen, if he did not 
perceive that the ancient Apologift, who makes 
a ftand on fome incidental queftion, admits 
the accufation of his adverfary, that the Chri- 
ftians refufed to bear arms even at the com* 
mand of their Sovereign. " x«* » <rurf xrtvepd* 
l*n>f«vTO, »*» twuyu." (Origen, 1. viii. p. 427.) 
He endeavours, to palliate this undutiful refu- 
by representing that the Chriftians had 

• Chelfum, p..iif. 
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their peculiar camps, in which they inceflanriy 
combated for the iafety of the emperor and 
the empire by lifting up their right hands — in 
prayer. The Apologift feems to hope that his 
country will be fatisfied with thifc fpiritual aid, 
and dexteroufly confounding the colleges of 
Roman priefts with the multitudes which fwelkd 
the Catholic Church, he claims for his bre- 
thren, in all the provinces, the exemption 
( from military fervice, which was enjoyed by 
the facerdotal order. . But as this excufe might 
not readily be allowed, Origen looks forwards 
with a lively faith to that aufpicious Revolu- 
tion, .which Celfus had reje&ed as impoflible, 
when all the nations of the habitable ^arth, re- 
nouncing their pafliohs and their arms, .fhpuld 
embrace the pure do&rines of the Gofpel, and 
lead a life of peace and innocence under the 
immediate protedlion of Heaven. The faith 
of Origin feems to be principally founded on 
the prediftions of the Prophet Zephaniah (See 
iii. 9, io.) ; and he prudently obferves, that 
the Prophets often fpeak fecret things (« 
earofpnru A*y*<n, p. 426.) which may be undet- 
ftood by thofe who can, underftahd them y and 
that if this ftupendous change cannot be ef- 
fected while we retain our bodies,- it niay fee 
accpmplifhed as foon as we' Ihall be releafed 
from them. Such is the reafoning of Origen : 
though I have not followed the order, I have 
Q_ faithfully 
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" feitfShny pre&rved th£ fub&aftce o£ it ; _ wfoch 
fatty* jnftifics the truth and propriety of my 
obfervations. : ' 7 . : 

The execution t^T^farcellu^ the -teirtufiorf, 
is naturally connt&ed with the Apology df 
Origen, as the former declared by hw'aSionj, 
"What the latter hid affirmed in his writings, 
that the confcience of a devout Chriftian would 
not allo\rhim to bear arms, even^af the com- 
mand cJF his Sovereign. 1 had reprefented this 
TeligibQS fcruple as cut of the motives which 
provoked Marcellus/ on the day of a public 
feftival, to throw away the enfigns of hisof- 
^fice; and I prefumed to obferve, that fuch 
an kft of defection would have been punifhed 
in any government according to martial or 
. even civil law. Dr. Chelfum 2 very btuntty 
accufes me of mifreprefenting the ftory, and of 
fupprefling Ihofe circumftances which would 
have defended the Centurion from the unjuft 
imputation thrown by me upon his conduft* 
The dilpute between the Advocate <br Mar- 
ccllus and myielf, lies in a very narrow com- 
pafs } as the whole evidence is compiled in a 
Ihort, fimple, and, I believe, authentic nar- 
rative. 

i . In andther place I observed, aftd~ even 
preflfed the obfervation, €X that the lhnume- 
« rable Deities and rites of Polytheifm were 

\ . . % Chelfum, p. £14— 117% 
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V dofcly . Interwoven with every circurnftanof 
f c of bufii^efs or pleafure, of public or of privatq 
f c lifej" an.4 I had particularly fpecifi^d hovf 
jjwch the Roman difcipline was connected with 
the national fuperftition, A folenrw oa4;h of 
fidelity was repeated every year in the name of 
the Gods and of the genrpf of the frppjerori 
public and daily facrifoeswere performed at th^ 
head of the camp, the l^giprjary was continually 
tempted, or rather compelled to join in the ido^? 
Jatrous worlkip of his fellow-foldiers, and ha4 
pot any fcruples been entertained of the law~ 
fulnefs of war, it is not eafy to underftand how 
any ferious Chriftian could inlift under a ban ? 
her which has been juftly termed the rival of 
4beCrofs. " Vexilla asmula Chrifti*." (Ter- 
tullian de Corona Militis, c. xu) With regard 
to the foldiers, who before their cohyerfion 
were already engaged in the military life, fear, 
habit, ignorance, necelTity might bend them to 
fome a6ts of occafional conformity ; and as 
long as they abftained from abfolute and in- 
tentional idolatry, their Behaviour was excufe^ 
by the indulgent, and cenfured by the more 

rigid cafuifts* (See the whole Treatife Le Cor 
ron£ Afflitis.) We are ignorant of the ad ven- 
tures and character of the Centurion Marcellu$, 
how long he had conciliated the profeffion of 
anw and of the Golpcl, whether he was only ^ 
Catechumen, or whether he was initiated hj 
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Ac Sacrament of Baptifm. We arc likewife at 
a lofc to afcertain the particular aft of idolatry 
which fo fuddenly and fo forcibly provoked -his 
pious indignation. As he declared his faith in 
the midft of a public entertainment given on 
the birth-day of Galerius, he muft have been 
ftartled by fome of the facred and convivial 
rites (Convivia ifta profana reputans) of 
prayers, or vows, or libations, or, perhaps, by 
the offenfiye circumftance of eating the meats 
which had been offered to the idols. But the 
fcruples of Marcellus were not confined to 
thefc accidental impurities 5 they evidently 
reached tfre effential duties of his profeflion ; 
and wfyen before the tribunal of the magi- 
strates, he avowed his faith at the hazard of 
his life, the- Centurion declared, as his cool 
and determined perfuafion, that it does not 
become -a Chriflian man, who is the foldier of 
the Lord Chriftj to bear firms for any objeft 
of earthly concern. " Non enim decebat 
cc Chriftianum hominem moleftiis fecularibus 
u militare, qui Chrifto Domino militat." A 
formal declaration, which clearly difengages 
frorri each other the different (queftions of war 
and idolatry. With regard to both - thefe 
queftions, as they were underftood by the pri- 
mitive Chriftians, I wifh to refer the Reader 
to the fcntiments and authorities of Mr. Moyle, 
a bold and ingenious trritic^ who read the Fa- 
2 then 



Digitized by 



C »? 3 

thers as their judge, and not as their flavc; 
and wha has refuted, with the moft. patient 
candour, all that learned prejudice could- fug* 
geft in favour of the filly ftory of the thunder* 
ing legion. (See Moyle's Works, Vol. it* 
p. 84— 88. iu— 116. 163— 298 — 30a* 
327—341.) And here let me add, that the 
paffage of Origin, who in the name of his bre~< 
thren difclaims the duty of military fervice, is 
underftood by Mr. Moyle in its true and ob*> 
vious fignification. ^ 
2. I know not where Dr. Chelfum ha« im- 
bibed the principles of logic or morality which 
teach him to approve the condudt of Marcel^ 
lus, who threw down his rod, his belt, and 
his arms, at the head of the legion, and pub^ 
licly renounced the military fervice, at the vtry> 
time when he found himfelf obliged to offer fa- 
crifice. Yet furely this is a very falfe notion 
of the condition and duties of a Roman Cen- 
• furioQ. Marcellus was bound, by a folemh 
oath, to ferve with fidelity till he fhould be 
tegularly difcharged 1 and according to the 
fentiments which Dr. Chelfum afcribes to him, 
he was not relealed from this oath by any mif- 
taken opinion of the unlawfulnefs of war. I 
would propofe it as a cafe of confeience to any 
philofopher, or even to any cafuift in Europe^ 
Whether a. particular order, which canno; 
be reconciled with virtue or piety, diffolves the 

ties 
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t&& fcf m -geagral *nfcl teyful obligation ? And 
iriwth^ 'jif.thejr had b^ca confakcd by tfat 
Ghriftiim Csttf wio*v shey woyld na* have elk 
wftcdiura to incrtafe his diligence in the execu- 
tion, of his ^miliwvy fap&iofis, tp nefufe tp yiel4 to 
35$ juEt Qf idolMry, ai*d p^tieudy =to.e«pe&tb<} 
CMfcqjJ^^.oC^oJi a refuftl? Buc.iuftcadrf 
©teymgifrermM;^ of rc- 

fe^irAftft^4;.ftfi gtftiftguiihijig, between tho 

dtftieferflf $h«/<^i9r;^ Mar- 
cellus, with imprudent zeal ar gtt&g$ forwards 
t^rfeiw, th* O-QVm .tfl wmrtyr4©fP-. Jtfe l^ght 

ut^pe or, pi«£^gi^ ^honx he j%vfid : ho 
ffeflfefl* % fiay #f a puWic^eftivati tp difturb 

^Ijgip^f tSfjvsjSfgfr and of 
b& <^AtQfc[by epithets pf ooataijjpt which 
^ trowed <pu £omfl9 Qodv: cc . Dw>* 
l c ysfi;rps ligp§ps et kpideos, sdprare eo§ttffln$, 
« ftjnt idojfc fiii^a et mwj f ,> Nay mere ; 

# t<h# b*£4 of the legion, and is the ftcje of 
ths flfcnckf d$ r thft Qmtusien Marceilu* openlj 
^WftPW^4 hi* ajlfigi«ice to the Empe^rs. <f 

hos militam iK^jjLiToniBy* vBSTitis dst 

* fiftp From this oKjanent I no longer few 
yosr Emperors, *re the importfttf words of 
J^Carcelkis, which hi* advocate h& not thought 
proper to traaflate. I again make my appeal 
to any lawyer, to ?ny military man, Whether. 
i ... under 
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Mtklc* ^ ftgh^^ii^mfttoces, the \>ttmqm <jhBr 
&£* ttot a fcffitiaos artd *rcn tireafonable 
•port f And i whether the officer who iheukl 
unake this declaration, and at the fatfieftime 
throw away his fword at the head of the regi- 
ment, wbukJ not be condemned for mutiny 
%nd defertioft by any coort-rtiartial in Europe ? 
1 aiti the rather dilfcofed to judge favourably of 
the conduft of the Roman governmental $9 J 
cannot difedver any define to take advfetf&gp 
of the indifefetion of Mateellus* The.Coo>- 
•mander of the Legion feemed to lament thSit 
itwai not In his power to diflemble this.rdfti 
-aftion. After a delay df more than three 
itiontfhs, the Centurion mi examined btfdit . 
the Vice--pr*feft, his fupefior Jodge, who tiffSiv 
ed him the faireft opportunities of explahsir^ 
or cjualityihg hw feditioils expreflion*, lahd'it 
laft Condemned him to lofe his head j not £ui> 
ply bteailfe he was a Chrlftian, but becaufe he 
had violated his military oath, thrown away 
liis $eh,' and publicly blft(|>herfttd the Gods 
and the Efoperor*. Perhaps the impartial 
reader wHl conflr rh the fententfe of the Vic©- 
Prtefe& Agricolanus, «« Ita fe habent fafta 
MArcelK, tit.h^c (HftiptinS debeant viftdt- 
* caH." j ; < 

frotwifMtanding the plaineft evidence, '35?. 
Chelfum will not believe that either Origen in 
' ' J* '~ ' Theory, 
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"Theory, or Mafcellus in Pra&ice, could fcrU 
-oufly obje£t to the ufc of arms ; cc becaufc it is 
« well known, that far from declining the bu- 
€€ finefs of war altogether, whole legions of 
< c Chriftians fcrved in the Imperial armies V* 
"I have not yet difcovered, jn the Author or 
'Authors of the Remarks, many traces of a 
cle^r and enlightened underftanding, yet I can- 
not fuppofe them fo deftitute of every reafoning 
principle, as to imagine that they here allude 
to the conduct of the Chriftians who embraced 
the profeffibn of arms after their religion had 
obtained a public eftablilhment. Whole legi- 
ons of Chriftians ferved under the banners of 
Conftantine and Juftinian, as whole regiments 
of Chriftians are now inlifted in the fervice erf 
France or England. The reprefentation which 
:I had given, was confined to the principles and 
praftice of the Church of which Origen and 
Marcellus were members, before the fenfe of 
public and private intereft had reduced the 
iofty ftandard of Evangelical perfe&ion to the 
ordinary levfel of htiman nature. In thofe pri- 
mitive times, where are the Chriftian legions 
that ferved in the Imperial armies ? * Our Ec- 
-clefiaftical Pompeys may ftamp with their foot^ 
but no armed men will arife out of the .earth, 
except the ghofts of the Thundering and the 

* Chelfum* p. 113. 

Thebaean 



Digitized by 



£ 1" ] . 

Thebaean legions, the former renowned for a 
Miracle, and the latter for a Martyrdom. 
Either the two Proteftant Do&ors muft acqui- 
efce under fome imputations which are better 
underftood than exprefied, or they muft pre* 
pare, in the full light and freedom of the eigh- 
teenth centuryi to undertake the defence of 
two obfolete legends, the lead abfurd of which 
daggered the well-difciplined credulity of a 
Francifcan Friar. (See Pagi Critic, ad Annal. 
Baronii, A. D. 174. torn. i. p. 168.) Very 
different was the fpirit and tafte of the learned 
and ingenuous Dr. Jortin, who after treating 
the filly ftory of the Thundering Legion with 
the contempt it deferred, continues in the fol- 
lowing words: cc Moyle wifties no greater 
f c penance to the believers of the Thundering 
" Legion, than that they may alfo believe 
" the Martyrdom of the Thebsean Legion." 
(Moyle's Works, vol. ii. p. 103) : to which 
good wifh, I fay with Le Clerc (Bibliothequc 
A. et M. torn, xxvii. p* 193) Amen. 

Qui Bavium non odit, amet tua carmina Maevi. 

(Jortin's Remarks on Ecclefiaftical Hiftory f 
vol. i. p. 367. ad edition. London, 1767.) 
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Cha» ac- A grave and pathetic complaint is introduced 
"ed*t D by Dr. Chelium, into his preface % that Mr. 
of euse. Gijj^ on w ho has often referred to the Fathers 
of the Church, feems to have entertained a gev 
neral diftruft of thofe refpe&able witnefles. 
The Critic is fcandalized at the epithets of 
fcanty and fttfpicious, which are applied to the 
materials of Ecclefiaftical Hiftory ; and if he 
cannot impeach the truth of the former, he 
cenfures in the moft angry terms the injuftke 
6f the latter. He aflumes, with peculiar 
zeal, the defence of Eufebius, the venerable 
parent of Ecclefiaftical Hiftory, and labours to 
fefcue his character from the grofs mifreprefen* 
tation, on ivhich Mr. Gibbon has openly in- 
fiftecl \ He obferves, as if he fagactotifly 
Forefaw the obje&ion, " That it will not bt 
fufficient here to alledge a few inftances of 
5 f apparent credulity in fome of the Fathers* 
€C in order to fix a general charge of Jujpickm 
" on all." But it may be fufficient to allege 
a clear and fundamental principle of hiftorical 
: Well . as legal Criticifm, that whenever wfc 
aoe ^deititute of the. means of conjpaafing the 
teftimonies of the oppofite parties, the evidence 

9 P. ii, ill. 

1 Chelfum and Randolph, p. 22a— 238. 
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of 4iny -witncfs, however illuftrious by hU rank 
and titles, is juftly to be fufpe8ed in his qwh 
caufe. It is unfortunate enough, that I fliould 
he engaged with adverfaries, whom their ha- 
bits of ftudy and converfation appear to have 
left in total ignorance of the principles which 
vniverfally regulate the opinions and practice 
cf mankind* 

As the ancient world was not diftra&ed by 
the fierce confli&s of hoftile fedts, the free and 
eloquent writers of Greece and Rome had 
few opportunities of indulging their paflions, 
or of exercifing their impartiality in the rela- 
tion of religious events. Since the origin of 
Theological Fa&ions, fome Hiftorians, Am* 
mianus Marcellinus, Fra-Paolo, Thuanus, 
Hume, and perhaps a few others, have de- 
fended the Angular praife of holding the ba- 
lance with a fteady and equal hand. Inde- 
pendent and unconnected, they contemplated 
with the fame indifference, the opinions and 
interefts of the contending parties or, if they 
were ferioufly attached to a particular fyftem, 
they were armed with a firm and moderate 
temper, which enabled them to fupprefs their 
affeftions, and to facrifice their refentments. 
In this fmall, but venerable Synod of Hifto- 
rians, Eufebius cannot claim a feat. I had 
acknowledged, and I ftill think, that his cha- 
R a rafter 
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rafter was le r s tin&ured with credulity than 
that of mod of his contemporaries j but as hia 
enemies mud admit that he was fincere and 
earneft in the profefiion of Chriftianity, fo the 
warmcft of his admirers, or at leaft of his 
readers, muft difcern, and will probably ap- 
plaud, the religious zeal which difgraces or 
adorns eyery page of his Ecclefiaftical Hiftory. 
*This laborious and ufeful work was publiflied 
at a time, between the defeat of Licinius and 
the Council of Nice, when the refentment of 
the Chriftians was ftill warm, and when the 
Pagans were aftonifhed and difmayed by the 
recent viftory and convcrfion of the great Con- 
ftantine. The materials, I fhall dare to repeat 
the invidious epithets of fcanty and fufpiciousj, 
were extra&ed from the accounts which the 
Chriftians themfelves had given of their own 
fuffcrings, and of the cruelty of their enemies. 
The Pagans had fo long and fo contemptuoufly 
neglefted the rifing greatnefs of the Church, 
that the Biihop of Csefarea had little either to 
hope or to fear from the writers pf the oppofitc 
party ; almoft all of that little which did exift, 
has been accidentally loft, or purpofely de- 
ftroyed ; and the candid enquirer may vainly 
wilh to compare with the Hiftory of Eufebius^ 
fpme Heathen narrative of the perfections of 
Pecius and Diocletian. Under thefe circum- 
ft^nce5, it is the duty;of an impartial judge tQ 
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be counfel fqr the prifoner, who is incapable of 
making any defence for himfelf; and it is the 
firft office of a counfel to examine with diftruft 
and ftifpicion, the interefted evidence of the ac- 
eufer. Reafon juftifres the fufpicion, and it is 
confirmed by the conftant experience of modern 
Hiftory, in almoft every inftance where we 
haye an opportunity of comparing the mutual 
complaints and apologies of the religioys fac- 
tions, who have difturbed each other's happi- 
nefs in this world, for the fake of fecuring it 
in the next. 

As we are deprived of the means of contraft- 
ing the adyerfe relations of the Chriftians and 
Pagans j it is the more incumbent on us to 
improve the opportunities of trying the narra- 
tives of Eufebius, by the original, and fome- 
times occafional teftimonies of the more ancient 
writers of his own party. *Dr. Chelfum 2 has 
obferved, that the celebrated pa(Tage of Ori- 
- gen, which has fo much thinned the ranks of 
the army of Martyrs, muft be confined to the 
perfecutions that had already happened. I 
cannot difpute this fagacious remark, but I 
Ihall venture to add, that this paflfage more 
immediately relates to the religious tempefts 
which had been excited in the time and coun- 
try of Origen $ and ftill more particularly to 

* gibbon, p. 653. Chelfum, j>. 204—207; 

the 
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the city of Alexandria and to the perfecutioa 
of Severus, in which young Origen fuccefsfully 
exhorted his father, to facrifice his life and 
fortune for the caufe of Chrift. From fuch 
ynqueftionable evidence, I am authorifed to 
conclude, that the number of holy vi&ims who 
fealed their faith with their blood was not, on 
this occafion, very confiderable : but I cannot 
reconcile this fair conclufion with the pofitivc 
declaration of Eufebius, (1. vi. c. 2. p. 258) 
that at Alexandria, in the perfecution of Seve- 
rus, an innumerable, at leaft an indefinite mul- 
titude (fjuvf 10*) of Chriftians were honoured with 
the Crown of Martyrdom. The advocates for 
Eufebius may exert. their critical fldll in prov- 
ing that ^ufioi and oAiyo*, many and fiw, are 
fynonymous and convertible terms, but they 
will hardly fucceed in diminifhing fo palpable 
a contradi&ion, or in removing the fufpicion 
which deeply fixes itfelf on the hiftorical cha- 
racter of the Biftiop of Csefarea. This unfor- 
tunate experiment taught me to read, with 
becoming caution, the loofe and declamatory 
ftyle which feems to magnify the multitude of 
Martyrs and ConfefTors, and to aggravate the 
nature of their fufferings. From the fame 
motives I fele&ed, with careful obfervation, 
the more certain account of the number of 
perfons who actually fuffered death in the pro- 
vince 
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*inee of Paleftine, during the whole eight yeah 
of the laft and mod rigorous perfecution. 1 * 

Befides the reafonable grounds of ilifpicion, 
which fuggeft themfelves to every liberal mind, 
againft the credibility of the Ecclefiaftical 
Hiftorians, and of Eufebius, their venerable 
leader, I had taken notice of two very remark- 
able paflages of the Bifliop of C^efarea. He 
frankly, or at leaft indireftly, declares, that in 
treating of the laft perfecution, <c he has re- 
" lated whatever might redound to the glory, 
u and fupprefied all that could tend to thq 
" difgrace, of Religion 3/' Dr. Chelfum, who, 
on this occafion, moft lamentably exclaims 
that we fliould hear Eufebiusy before we utter* 
ly condemn him, has provided, with the affift- 
ancc of his worthy colleague, an elaborate 
defence for their common ^patron; and as if fee 
were lecretly coiifrious of' the weaknefs of the 
caufe, he has contrived the refource of in- 
trenching himfelf in a very mtiddy foil, behind 
three feveral fortifications, which dor not ex* 
a&ly fupport each other. The advocate for 
the fincerity of Exrfebius maintains : ift, That 
lie never made fuch a declaration : adly, That 
lc had a right to make it: and, 3dly, That 
he did not obferve it. Thefe 'ftparete artdi 

* Gibbon, p. 699, 

almoft 
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almoft Inconfiftent apologies, I fliall feparatety 
confidcr. 

i. Dr. Chelfum is at a lofs how to recon- 
cile, 1 beg pardon for weakening the force 

of his dogmatic ityle he declares that, " Ir is 
cc plainly impolfible to reconcile ttie exprefs 
cc words of the charge exhibited, with any 
, cc part of either of the paflages appealed to in 
<c fupport of it V If he means, as I think 
he muft, that the exprefs words of my text can- 
not be found in that of Eufebius, I congratu- 
late the importance of the difcovery. But was 
it poflible ? Could it be my defign to quote the 
words of. Eufebius, when I reduced into one 
/entence the fpirit and fubftance of two diffufe 
.and diftindl paflages? If I have given the 
true fenfe and meaning ,of the Ecclefiaftical 
Hiftorian, I have difcharged the duties of a 
fair Interpreter ; nor fliall I refufe to reft the 
proof of my fidelity on the tranflation x>{ thofe 
two paflages of Eufebius, which Dr. Chelfum 
produces in his favour 5 . €C But it rs not our 
cc part to defcribe the fad calamities which at 
cc laft befelthem (\htCbriftians)> fince itdoes 
c * not agree with our plan to relate their dif- 
" fentions and wickednefs before the perfecu- 
/ c tiqn , on which account we have, determined 
cc to relate nothing more concerning them than 

4 Chelfum, p. 232. * 5 P. 228. 231. 

* may 
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u may ferve to juftify the Divine Judgment* 
« We therefore have not been induced to 
cc make mention either of thofe who were 
cc tempted in the perfecution, or of thofe who 
cc made utter fhipwreck of their falvation, and 
cc who were funk of their own accord in the 
" depths of the ftorm; but fhall only add 
u thofe things to our General Hiftory, which 
€€ may in the firft place be profitable to our- 
" felves, and afterwards to pofterity." In the 
other paflage, Eufebius, after mentioning the 
diffentions of the Confeflbrs among themfelves, 
again declares that it is his intention to pafs 
over all thefe things. "Whatfoever things, 
" (continues the Hiftorian, in the words of 
" the Apoftle, who was recommending the 
cc practice of virtue) whatfoever things are 
<f honeft, whatfoever things are of good re- 
" port, if there be any virtue, and if there be 
c< any praife ; thefe things ' Eufebius thinks 
<c moft fuitable to a Hiftory of Martyrs " of 
wonderful Martyrs, is the fplendid cpithot which 
Dr. Chelfum had not thought proper to tranf- 
late. I lhould betray a very mean opinion of 
the judgment and candour of my readers, if I 
added a fingle reflection on the clear and ob- 
vious tendency of the two paflages of the Ec- 
clefiaftical Hiftorian. I fhall only obferve, 
that the Bifhop of Caefarea feems to have claim- 

S ed 
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ed a privilege of a ftiH more dangerous and 
extenfive natvre. hi one of die moft learned 
*nd /elaborate works that antiquity has left us, 
the Thirty -ieomd Chapter of the Twelfth Book 
of his Evangelical Preparation bears for its title 
this fcandakws Propcfition, " How it may be 
cc lawful, and fitting to ufe falfehoodas a me- 
« c dicine, and for the benefit of thofc who want 
< c t© be deceived.' y Or* Str&u von tm 

roars -rpnrH. (p- 35 6 > Edit. Grsec, Rob. Ste- 
phani, Paris 1544-) I n tl ^s chapter he al- 
leges a paJfege of Plato, which approves the 
occafional practice of pious and falutary frauds; 
nor is Eufebius afhamed to juftify the feati- 
ments of the Athenian philofopher by the ex- 
ample of the fcicred writers of the Old Tefta- 
ment* 

2. I had contented myfeif with obferving, 
that Eufebius had violated one of the funda- 
mentallaws of hiftory, Ne quid veri dicerenon 
attdeat ; nor could I imagine, if the fa& was 
allowed, that any queftion could poffibly arife 
upon the matter of right. I was indeed mis- 
taken ; and I now begin to underftand why I 
have given fo little fotisfadtion to Dr. Chelfum, 
and to other critics of the fame complexion, as 
our ideas of the duties and the privileges of an 
hiftorian appear to be io widely different, 
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is alleged, that €< every writer has a right to 
" chufe his fubjed, for the particular benefit 
" of his reader * that he has explained his own 
" phm confiftendy i that he confide himfelf, 
" according to it, not as. a comptetg-kifif&riaa 
u of the times, but rather as a didtgii : writer, 
" whofc main object is to make hi* work like 
« the ScrJptures themfelves, profitable for 
c . c Doctrine j that as he treats only of jhe af- 
" fairs of the Church, the plan is at kaft ex- 
" cufable, perhaps peculiarly proper ; and that 
" lie has conformed himfelf to the principal 
duty of an hiftorian, while, according to his 
" immediate defign, he has not particularly 
< c related any of the tranfa&ions which could 
V. tend to the difgrace of religion V . The 
hiftorian muft indeed be generous, who wiH 
conceal, by his own difgrace, that of his coun- 
try* or of his religion. Whatever fubjedt he 
has chofen, whatever perfons he introduces, he 
owes to himfelf, to the prelent age, and to 
pofterity, a juft and perfect delineation of all 
that may be praifed, of all that may be ex^ 
cufed, and of all that muft be cenfured. If he 
fails in the difcharge of his important office, he 
partially violates the facred obligations of truth, 
and difappoints his readers of the inftruction 

• Chclfiun, p. 239, #30, 231. 
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which they might have derived from a fair 
parallel of the vices and virtues of the moft il- 
luftrious chara&ers. Herodotus might range 
without eontroul in the fpacious walks of the 
Greek u ta<J Barbaric domain, and Thucydkles 
might cfV^ffme his fteps to the narrow path of 
the Peloponnefian warj but thofe hiftorians 
would never have deferved the efteem of pofte- 
rity, if they had defignedly fuppreffed or tran- 
fiently mentioned thofe fadts which could tend 
to the difgrace of Greece or of Athens. Thefe 
unalterable dictates of confcience and reafon 
have been feldom queftioned, though they have 
been feldom obferved ; and we muft fincerely 
join in the honeft complaint of Melchior Ca- 
nus, " that the lives of the philofophers have 
** been compofed by Laertius, and thofe of 
€< th# Csefars by Suetonius, with a much 
'* ftrifter and more fevere regard for hiftoric 
fC truth, than can be found in the lives of 
<c faints and martyrs, as they are defcribed by 
€t Catholic writers." (See Loci Communes, 
1. xi. p. 650, apud Clericum, Epiftol. Critic? v. 
p. 136.) And yet the partial representation of 
truth is of far more pernicious confequence in 
ecclefiaftical than in civil hiftory. If Laertius 
had concealed the defefts of Plato, or if Sue- 
tonius had difguifed the vices of Auguftus, wc 
fliould have been deprived of the knowledge 
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of fome curious, and perhaps inftruftive fa6ts, 
and our idea of thofe celebrated men might 
have been more favourable than they deferved ; 
but I cannot difcover any pra&icll inconve- 
niencies which could have been the refult of 
our ignorance. But if Eufebius had fairly and 
circumftantially related the fcandalous diflen- 
tions of the Confeflbrs 5 if he had fhewn that 
their virtues were tinctured with pride ' and 
obftinacy, and that their lively faith was not 
exempt from fome mixture of enthufiafm ; he 
would have armed his readers againft the ex- 
ceffive veneration for thofe holy men, which 
imperceptibly degenerated into religious wor- 
fhip. The fuccefs of thefe didaftic hiftories, 
by concealing or palliating every circumftance 
of human infirmity, was one of the moft effi- 
cacious means of confecrating the memory, the 
bones, and the writings of the faints of the pre- 
vailing party ; and a great part of the errors 
and corruptions of the Church of Rome may 
fairly be afcribed to this criminal diflimulation 
of the ecclefiaftical hiftorians. As a Proteftant 
Divine, Dr. Chelfum muft abhor thefe corrup- 
tions ; but as a Chriftian, he fhould be careful 
left his apology for the prudent choice of Eufe- 
bius fhould fix an indirect cenfure on the un- 
referved fincerity of the four Evangelifts. In- 
ftead of confining their narrative to thofe things 

which 
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which are virtuous and of good report, infteadof 
following the plan which is here recommended 
as peculiarly proper for the affairs of the Churchy 
the infpired writers have thought it their duty 
to relate the mofl: minute circuraftance^ of the 
fall of St. Peter, without confidering whether 
the behaviour of an Apoftle^ who thrice de^ 
nied his Divine Mailer, might redound to the 
honour or to the difgrace of Christianity.. K 
Dr. Chelfum fhould be frightened by this no- 
expe&ed confeqoence, if he lhoald be defirou* 
of faying his faith from iUUr jbipwrdck^ by 
throwing over- board the ufelcfs lumber of 
nx>ry and reflection, I am not enough hi* eqe- 
my to impede the fucceft of his honcft endear 
voursr. 

- The dida&ic method of v/riting htftory ieftill 
m6re profitably exercifed by Eufebiiss in too- 
ther work, which he has tittitled> The Life of 
Conftantine, hb gracious patron and benefice 
tor. Priefts and poets have enjoyed in every 
age a privilege of flattery ; bttt if the aclk»6 
of Cor>ftantiiie are compared with the perfe& 
idea of a royal faint, which, tmder his mame* 
Has been delineated by the ieal and gratitude 
of Eufebius, the mofl indulgent reader wiH 
confefs, that when I ftyled him a court!) Hi* 
Jhip % I could only be reftrained by my reipeft 

7 Gibbon, p. 704. 

for 
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for the cpifcopal chara&er from the ufe of i 
much harfher epithet. The other appellation 
trf a paffmkfU deckimer, wfokh fecms to have 
founded ftiH more offenfive in the tender ear$ 
ef Dr. Cheifam *, was not applied by me td 
Ewfcbius, but to La&antius, or rather to th£ 
anchor of the historical declamation, De mpr- 
liius perfecut$rum^ and indeed it is twucfh more 
properly adapted to the Rhetorician, than to 
the Bifliop. Each of thole authors was alike 
ftudious of the glory of Conftantkne but .each 
of them dire&ed the torrent of Ifris inveftives 
againft the tyrant, whether Maxentkis or Lici~ 
bus, whofe recent defeat was the aftual theme 
of popular and Chriftian appf ajufe* This fimpie 
cMervaflioii may ferve to extinguilh a very 
triSmg objedtoipn of my critic* That Eufirbiua 
has net reprefentfrd cfeetyrafK M#xe»tkis under 
the cbara<3ief of a Perfecutor,. 

Wiifiiout feminizing the confiderations of 
kttttroft whiph tpight fopport the intsegriiy xj£ 
Baranhis and Tiiiemont, i may fairly ohdervtU 
that boch thofc learned Catholics have ac- 
knowledged ^and condemned the diffimuilatkm 
ef Eufebkis, which is partly denied, and partly 
jnftified, by .my adversary. The honourable 
reflqftion of Baronius well defenres to be tran- 

3 ChcMiHib P- 234. 

fcribed. 
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fcribed. " Haec (the paffages already quoted) 
€C de fuo in confcribenda perfecutionis hiftoria 
€€ Eufebius $ parum explens numeros fui mu- 
cc neris j dum perinde ac fi panegyrim fcribe- 
cc ret non hiftoriam, triumphos dumtaxat mar- 
cc tyrum atque vi&orias, non autem lapfus 
cc ja&uramque fidelium pofteris fcripturse mo- 
c< numentis curaret." (Baron. Annal. Eccle- 
fiaft. A. D. 302, N° 11. See likewife Tille- 
mont, Mem. Ecclef. tom» p. 62, 156 1 
torn. vii. p. 130.) In a former inftance, Dr. 
Chelfum appeared to be more credulous than 
a Monk : on the prefent occafion, he has ftiewn 
himfelf lefs fincere than a Cardinal, and more 
obftinate than a Janfenift. 

3. Yet the advocate for Eufebius has ftill 
another expedient in referve. Perhaps he made 
the unfortunate declaration of his partial de- 
fign, perhaps he had a right to make it 5 but 
at lead his accufer muft admit, that he has 
faved his honour by not keeping his word; 
fince I myfelf have taken notice of the cor- 
ruption OF MANNERS AND PRINCIPLES among 

the Chriftians, fo forcibly lamented b£ Eu- 
febius 9 . He has indeed indulged himfelf in a 
ftrain of loofe and indefinite cenfure, which may 
generally be juft, and which cannot be per- 

9 Chelfum, p. 226, 227. 

fonally 
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fbnally offenfive, which is alike incapable of 
wounding or of corre&ing, as it feems to have 
no fixed obje£t or certain aim. Juvenal might 
have read his fatire againft women in a circle 
of Roman ladies, and each of them might have 
liftened with pleafure to the amufing defcrip- 
tion of the various vices and follies, from 
which fhe herfelf was fo perfedtiy free. The 
moralift, the^reacher, the ccclcfiaftical hifto- 
rian, enjoy a ftill more ample latitude of in- 
ventive s and as long as they abftain from any 
particular cenfure, they may fecurely expofe, 
and even exaggerate, the fins of the multitude. 
The precepts of Chriftianity feem to inculcate 
a ftyle of mortification, of abafement, of felf- 
contempt; and the hypocrite who afpires to 
the reputation of a faint, often finds it conve- 
nient to affeft the language of a penitent. I 
Ihould doubt whether Dr. Chelfum is much 
acquainted with the comedies of Moliere. If 
he has ever read that inimitable matter of hu- 
man life, he may recoiled whether Tartuffe 
was very much inclined to confefs his real guilt, 
when he exclaimed, 

T)ui f mon Frere, je fuls on mechant, m coupablc * 
Un malheureux pecheur, tout plein d'iniquite' ; 
Lc plus grand fcclcrat qui ait jamais et6. 
Chaque inftant de ma vie eft charge de fovillures, 
EUc n'eft qa'un amas de crimes et d'ordores. 
............ ^ . , 
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Oui, mori cher fils, parlez, traitez moi de* perfidy, 
D 'in fame, de perdu, dcvoleur, d'homicide; 
Accablez moi de noms encore plus deteftis : 
Je rt'y cohtredis point, je Its ai merites, 
Et j'en veux a geHoux foUl&if ITjjfhbinUiiey 
Comme uae honte due aux crimes de nta vie. 

It h not my intention to compare the cha- 
rafter of IVtuffe "with that of Eufebius ; the 
former pointed his irive£tives againft himfelf, 
the ldtter dirfc&ed them againft the times in 
which he had lived but is the prudent Biftiop 
of Csdarea did not fptcify any place or perfon 
for the objeft of his cenfure, he cannot juftly 
be accijfed, even by His friends, of violating 
the profitable plan of his didaftic hiftory. 

The extreme caution of Eufebius, who de- 
clines iuiy mention of thofe who were tempted 
and who fell during the perfecution, has coun- 
tenanced a fufpicion that he himfelf was one of 
thofe unhappy viftims, and that his tendernels 
for the wounded fame of his brethren arofe 
from * juft apprehenfion of his own difgrace. 
In one of my notes I had obferved, that lie 
was charged with the guilt of fome criminal 
■compliances, in his own prefence, and in the 
Council 6f Tyre. Tarn therefore acfcountable 
for the reality only, and not for the truth, of 
the accufction : but as the two Do&ors, who 

■ GibboA, p. 699, N. 178. 

©a 
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on this occafion unite their forces, are angry 
and clamorous in afifcrting the innocence of the 
JEcclefiaftical Hiftorifin, 2 , I fhall advance one 
ftep farther, and lhajl lxvai^tain, that the charge 
ag^iaft Eujebius, though not legally proved, 
is fupported by a . reafopable lhare of pre- 
fooaptive evidence, 

I have often wondered why our orthodox 
Divines fhould be fo earneft and zealous in the 
defence of Eufebius 5 whoft moral character 
cannot be preferved, unkfs by the facrifice of 
a more illuftrious, and; as I reaMy believe, of 
a more innocent vi&im. Either the Bilhop of 
Caefarea, oh a very important occafion, vio- 
lated the laws of Chriftian charity and civil 
juftice, or we muft fix a charge of calumny, 
almoft of forgery, on the head of the great 
Athanafius, the ftandard-bearer of the Ho- 
mooufian caufe, and the firmeft pillar of the 
orthodox do&rine. In the Council of Tyre, 
he was accufed of murdering, or at kaft of 
mutilating, a BHhop, whom he produced at 
•Tyre alive and unhurt (Athanaf, torn. i. 
p. 783. 786,) 5 and of fecrilegioufly breaking 
a confecrated chalice, in a village where nei- 
ther church, nor altar, nor chalice, could pof- 
jibly have exiited. (Athanaf. torn. i. p f 731, 

* Chdfum and Randolph, p. 236, 237, 238. 

T % 733- 
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732. 802.) Notwithftanding the cleared proofs 
of his innocence, Athanafius was oppreffed by 
the Arian fa&ion 5 and Eufebius of Caefarea, 
the venerable father of ecclefiaftical hiftory, 
conducted this iniquitous profecution from a 
motive of perfonal enmity. (Athanaf. torn. i. 
p. 728. 795. 797.) Four years afterwards, a 
national council of the Bifhops of Egypt, forty- 
nine of whom had been prefent at the Synod of 
Tyre, addrefled an epiftle or manifefto in fa- 
vour of Athanafius to all the Bifhops of the 
Chriftian world. In this epiftle they affert, 
that fome of the Confeflbrs, who accompanied 
them to Tyre, had accufed Eufebius of Gefa- 
rea of an aft relative to idolatrous facrifice. 

2X Eu(riC»o? fv Kaursgtix tu? TlQtXQUflivrx tin Swift 
xoruyof «to viro tm <rvv f,y.n o^okoytrmv > (Atha- 
naf. torn. i. p. 728.) Befides this fhort and 
authentic memorial, which efcaped the know- 
ledge or the candour of our confederate Doc- 
tors, a confonant but more circumftantial nar- 
rative of the accufation of Eufebius may be 
found in the writings of Epiphanius (Hasref. 
Ixviii. p. 723, 724.), the learned Bifliop of 
Salamis, who was born about the time of the 
Synod of Tyre. He relates, that, in one of die 
feflions of the Council, Potatnon, Bifhop of 
Heraclea in Egypt, addrefled Eufebius in the 
following words : <c How now, Eufebius, can 

« this 
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'* this be borne, that you fhould be feated as 
Cf a judge, while the innocent Athanafius 
<c is left ftanding as a criminal ? Tell me, 
cc continued Potamon, were we not in prifon 
<c together during the perfecution ? For my 
<c own part, I loft an eye for the fake of the 
cc truth > but I cannot difcern that you have 
<c loft any one of your members. You bear ^ 
" not any marks of your fufferings for Jefus 
<c Chrift ; but here you are, full of life, and 
<c with all the parts of your body found and 
cc entire. How could you contrive to efcape 
<c from prifon, unlefs you ftaincd your con- 
<c fcience, either by aftual guilt or by a cri- 
cc minal promife to our perfecutors." Eufe- 
bius immediately broke up the meeting, and 
difcovered by his anger, that he was confound- 
ed or provoked by the reproaches of the Con- 
feflbr Potamon. 

I fhould defpife myfelf, if I were capable of 
magnifying, for a prefent occafion, the autho- 
rity of the witnefs whom I have produced. Po- 
tamon was moft affuredly aftuated by a ftrong 
prejudice againft the perfonal enemy of his Pri- 
mate; and if the tranfaftion to which he al- 
luded had been of a private and doubtful kind, 
I would not take any ungenerous advantage 
of the refpeft which my Reverend Adverfaries 
muft entertain for the character of a Confeflbr. 

But 
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But I cannot diftruft the veracity oPPotamon, 
when he confined himfelf to the aflfertion of a 
fadt, which lay within the compafs of his per- 
sonal knowledge : and collateral teftimo&y (fee 
Photius, p, 296, 297,) arttefts, that Eufebius 
was long enough in prifoa to aflift his friend^ 
the Martyr Pamphilus, m compofiqg the firft 
five books of his Apology for Qrigeo. If we 
admit that Eufebhis was imprifoiaeGL, he muft 
kave been difcharged, wi his discharge muft 
|#ye been either honpur^ble, or criminal, op 
innocent. If his patience va^uiihed the cruelty 
ef the Tyrant's Minifters, a foort relation of h» 
own confeffion and fufimnajs would h^vefernaed 
an ufeful and edifyiag -Chapter ta his D£4$#:ic 
Hiftory of the Perfection ' <*f F^teftwe's *nd 
the Reader would haye been fawfted of Ajb 
veracity of an Hiftoriao who valued truth a$H>ye 
his life. If it had been in his power juftify, 
or even ta excufe, the aunner of tysj cUfcharge 
from, prifcxn, k was hi&,intereft, it was his duty, 
to prevent the dowbt* #n4 fulpicjons ^vhich 
muft *rife from his filpnee wider thefe delicate 
circumftances. Notwithftanding tbpfe urge nt 
reaibns, Eufebius has obferved a profound, afld 
perhaps a prudent, (Ue^ce : though he- fre- 
quently celebrates %b$ pa^rit and martyrdom 
of his friend Pampfrite* (p- 37 1- 304* 4*9- 4 2 7* 
Edit, CantaJb,), ht never Jailmates that he was 

his 
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his companion in prHon ; and while he capi- 
oufly defcribes the eight years petfecution in 
Paleftine, he never reprdents himfelf 4fc airy- 
other 4igbt>than of a 'fpe&ator. Such a con- 
duct in a Waiter, ivho relates with a viflble fa- 
tisfaftion the honourable events of his own life, 
if it be not abfolutefy xonfidered as an evi- 
dence of cortfcioiis guilt, muft excite, and may 
juftify, the fufpicions of the raoft candid Critic. 

Yet the firmnefs df Dr. Randolph is mSt 
ihaken by thefe rational fufpicions- $ and he 
condefcends, in a mxgifterjal tone, to inform 
nie, " That it is, highly improbable, 'from the 
cc general wdll-known dccifton of the Church 
cc in fuch cafes, that had his apoftaey been 
€€ known, »he would have rifen to thofe high 
c< honours which he attained, or been adrriittdd 
* c at all indeed -to/any other than ky-com- 
€€ munion.". This -weighty objeftion did not 
ferprize me, ^aa I had already feen the fuhftance 
of it in the Pfalcgomfcaa of Valefius* but I 
iafelydifregahled a -difficulty 'which 'had not 
appeared ef any moment to the national coun- 
- cil of Egypt ; s«d\L Hill -think - that an hundred 
Biftops, with Athariafius at their head, wete - 
as competent judges of the- difcipline of the 
fotrth Century, as etfcn che Lady Margaret's 
Profeflbr of Divinity jntfae Univerfity of Ox- 
ford. As a work of fupererogjation, I feave 

confulted, 
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confulted, however, the Antiquities of Bing- 
ham (fee 1. iv. c. 3. f. 6, 7. vol. i. p. 144, &c. 
fol. Edit.), and found, as I expected, that 
much real learning had made him cautious and 
modeft. After a careful examination of the 
fads and authorities already known to me, and 
of thofe with which I was fupplied by the di- 
ligent Antiquarian, I am perfuaded that the 
theory and the pra6Hce of difcipline were not 
invariably the fame, that particular examples 
cannot always be reconciled with general 
rules, and that the ftern laws of juftice often 
yielded to motives of policy and convenience. 
The temper of Jerom towards thofe whom he 
confidered as Heretics was fierce and unfor- 
giving 5 yet the Dialogue of Jerom againft the 
Luciferians, which I have read with infinite 
ple^fure (torn. ii. p. 135 — 147. Edit. Bafil. 
1536.), is the feafonable and dextrous per- 
formance of a Statefman, who felt the expe- 
diency of foothing and reconciling a numerous 
party of offenders. The moft rigid difcipline, 
with regard to the Ecclefiafties who had fallen 
in time of perfecution, is exprefled in the 10th 
►Canon of the Council of Nice j the moft re- 
markable indulgence was fhewn by the Fathers 
of the fame Council to the lapfed, the degraded, 
•the fchifmatic Bilhop of Lycopolis. Of the 
penitent finners, fome might efcape the fliame 
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of a public convi&ion or confeffion, amTothert 
^might be exempted from the rigour J of tte£ 
rical punilhment. If Eufebrus incurred thi 
^guilt of a facrilegious promife (for we are fr^fc 
-to accept the milder alternativte of Potamorf)^ 
Hit proofs of this criminal tranfaftion might 
t>e fuppreffed by the influence of tiiohey 'offaP- 
Vours a feafonable joufney into Egypt might 
fcllbw time fdr the popular riirfiours to &bfid£ 
The crime of Eufebius might be £f6t£ft<dt>j 
the impunity of many Epifcop^P A^ftates 
(fee Philoftorg. 1. ii. c. 15. p. 21. Edit, Go- 
thofred.) ; and the Governors of the Church 
very reafonably defired to retain in their fer* 
vice the moft learned Chriftian of the Age. 

It is not without fome mixture of mortifi- 
cation and regret, that I now look back on 
the number of hours which I have confumed, 
and the number of pages which I have filled, 
in vindicating my literary and moral character 
from the charge of wilful Mifreprefentations % 
grofs Errors, and fervile Plagiariftns. I cannot 
derive any triumph or confolation from the oc- 
cafional advantages which I may have gained 
over three adverfaries, whom it is impoffiblc 
for me to confider as obje&s either of terror 
or of efteem. The fpirit of refentment, and 
every other lively fenfation, have long fince 
been extinguilhed ; and the pen would long 
U 
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ffoot fyave dropped frooi wy ^cary Mud, had 
J qot been fupported in the execution ef thy 
jU3^gratefi4 taik > by thf confe^ufnef^ or at 
Jeaft by the' opinion, that I was dHghargirtg a 
debt of honour to the Public and to {nyfel£ 
I ana impatient to difmifs, and to difmifc ia* 
^vw, this odiou? cojKroyerfy* with the fuc« 
/:efs of which I cannot forely be elated ; and 
I have only to recjuett, that as foon a& my 
fteaders are convinced of my inuQceoce, tbqf 
.♦ould forget; my wdjpttom 
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HILE the Aetcs of this Vindication 



aft anonymous pamphlet, under th$ title of 4 
Few Remarks, &c* had been publifhed againft 
my Hiftory in the courfe of the laft rummer. 
The unknown writer has thought proper to di- 
ftinguifh himfelf by the emphatic, yet vague* 
appellation of A Gentleman : but I muft la** 
tnent that he has not confidered, with becoming 
attention, the duties of that refpe&able charac* 
ter* I am ignorant of the motives which can 
Urge a man of a liberal mind, and liberal man* 
ners, to attack without provocation, and with* 
mtt tendernefs, any work which may have con* 
tributed to the information, or even to th£ 
amuftment of the public: But I am well con* 
touted, that the author of fuch a work, wh* 
btkiiy gives his name and his labours to thf 
world, impofes cm his adverfaries the fair and 
heaoujrfbk obligation of encountering him iA 
open day-light, and of fupporting the weight 
of their aflertionS by the crcdh of their names. 




were in the prefs, I was informed thtc 
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The effufions of wit, or the productions of rea- 
fon, may be accepted from a fecret and un- 
jtna&tt hand. The critic who. attempts u> 
injure the reputation of another, by ftrong im- 
putations which may poflibly be falfe, lhould 
renounce the ungenerous hope of concealing 
behind a maflc the vexation of difappointinent, 
and the guilty blufh of dete&ion. 

After this remark, which I cannot make 
rwJthout fdtfie degree of concern, I lhall frankly 
tdeclare, that it is not my wifh or my inten- 
sion to profecute with this Gentleman a lite* 
rary altercation. There lies between us a 
Jbroad and unfathomable gulph * and the heavy 
-mift of prejudice and fuperftition, which has in 
2l great meafure been difpelled by the free in- 
quiries of the prefent age, ftill continues to in* 
^rolve the mind of my Adverfary. He fondly 
embraces thole phantoms (for inftance, an ima- 
fjtoary Pilate '), which can fcarcely find a 
iheher in the gloom of an Italian convent; and 
♦tie. refentpient which he points againft me, 
joight-frequcntly be extended to the moft en* 
Jightened of tlie Protestant, or, in his opi* 
trion, of/the Heretical critics. His obfem* 
toons ^are divided into a number of unooaneftcd 
paragraphs, elch of which contains fornc quo* 
totkmi from my Hiftary* and the angry, yet 
commonly (riding expnefiiQn of his difapprota* 
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toon "and difplcafurc. Thofe fenrimcnts I can-» 
toot hope tp remove; and as the religious dpi-* 
nioas Qf chia Gtntlman are principally founded 
On the infallibility of the Church 2 , they are 
not calculated to make a very deep impreffionf 
on the miod of an Englifli reader. The view of 
faSs will.be materially affe£ted by the conta-. 
gious influence of doBrints. The man who re- 
fufes to judge of the conduft of Lewis XIV* 
and Charles V. towards their Protcftant fub-^ 
jedlsa, declares himfelf incapable of diftin- 
guifhing the limits of perfecution and tolera- 
tion. 1 The' devout Papift, who has implored 
on his knees the interceffion of St. Cyprian, 
will fektom prefume to examine the actions of 
the Saint by the rules of hiftorical evidence and 
of moral propriety. Inftead of the homely 
Ukenefs which I had exhibited of the Bifhop of 
Carthage* my Adverfary has fubftituted a life 
of Cyprian 4 , full of what the French call 
$n8i<m> and the Englifh, canting (See Jortin's 
Remarks, Vol. ii. p. 239.)* to which I ca» 
only reply, that thofe who are diffatisfied with 
the principles of Mofheim and Le Clerc, mujt 
view with eyes yery different from mine, the 
£cclefiaftical Hiftory of the third century. 
- It would be an endlefs difcuffion (endlefs in 
tyery fenfe of the word), were I to examine the 
cavils which ftart up and expire in every page 

* Remarks p. 15. 3 Id. p. 1 1 1.. 4 Id, p. 72— 88. 
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of thit criticifm, on the inexhi«l^M§ «f 
opinions, characters, and intentions/ Moil of 
the inftances which are here product, are of 
fo brittle a fubftanie that they fall in pittts As 
foon as they' are touched : and I fearehed ftf 
fomc time before I was able to difcovef an c** 
ample of feme moment where the Q**tlm** 
had fairly flaked his veracity agaiftfr &nto {X>* 
fitive fad aflerted in the two lift Chapters of 
my Hiftory. At laft I perceived that he ht* 
abiblutely denied 5 that any thing CM be g*« 
thered from the Epiftles of St. Cyprian, or from 
his treatife De Unit ate futleji*, to wfaith I ha4 
referred, to juftify my account of the fpifitutl 
pride and licentious manners of fame of tfcf 
Confeflbrs 6 . As the numbers of tfrfe Epcftkl 
are not the fame in the edition of Pamelius and 
in that of Fell, the Critic may be exeufed for 
miftaking my quotations, if he vill . acknow* 
ledge that he was ignorant of ecdt$*ftic*l 
hiftory^ and that he new heatrd of ttotittubl* 
excited by the fpiritju*! pride of the Qmfoflbrl, 
who ufurped the privilege of giving fctttft 
communion to penitent finned But my In- 
ference to the trtatife t>e VnHaU Eceh/Uewto 
clear and di?e£t j dir trtfcrife kfolf OOOWinS 
only ten pages, and the following wOMb Alight 
be diftm&ly +e*d ^y any perfcm ^vlto : 4*rtU«^ 
ftoo4 thevfjttiV<kngi^ 

5 ftemifkrf, p. $o, 91;. 1 * Gibbon,^ 661 1 fcefe^i. 

miretur, 
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mirrtur, dilecUfiinu fratr^ etiam dc confcflb- 
ribus quofdam ad tfU procpdere, inde jjyofue 
(diquos t*na nefanda tam } gravia peccar?. 
<juc enirp sonfeffip in^^uriei^ facit infidii* 
diaboli j aijt contra tejatationes, et pericula, et 
^ncurfus atque irripetu$ feculares adhu^ in fc- 
Culo pgfitum perpctua fecuritate defendit : ce- 
terupi nunquam in confeflbribu*, fraudes 3 et 
JtuprA> et adidtcria poft/riodum videremus, quae 
jiunc in quibufdam videntes ingemifcimus ct 
dolemus." This formal declaration of Cyprianj 
which is followed by feveraj long periods of 
admonition and cenfurq, is alone fu£icient to 
expofc the (candalous vices of fome of the Con-* 
icflbrs, and the dUin^enuQus .behaviour pf my 
concealed adverfajy. 

After jthis .eaafflplei which I have fairly 
cfeofen a* o^e of the raoft fpeciaus *vnd import^ 
int. of his Qbje£tion$, the candid Reader woulcj 
f*cuife ipe, if from this moment j declined tba 
C<nflaMB y $ acquaintance. But as two topics 
have occurred* which arc intimately copneftcd 
with the fubjelt of the preceding ihee$ v .{ lh*U 
ifrfcrt thcpi, in this .piaqe* and dbffire th*t tbey 
?iay feci xcad a* tho^ocWi&n of the iouriW 
wick of jjny wfyfr& tt>,Mr« Davis, and J&A 
tuft wtic;k^5py rfip)y i tt)^ > cQufedtei^ f O<»c-' 
$ors, Chelfum and Randolph. 
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• - ^ Page -29. 

r I fttnd accufed, though not indeed by Mr; 
©avis," for profanely depreciating the promfed 
Land, as \frell as the choferi People, TheGende- 
mah "without a name " has placed tKis' charge 
in'thft front of his battle f , and if rny memory 
does not deceive ale, it is one of the few re^ 
marks in Mr. Apthorpe's book, which 1 have 
any immediate relation to my Hiftory. They 
feem to confider as a reproach, and as an un- 
juft reproach, the idea wHi<;h I ha4 given of 
Paleftine, as of a territory fbarceljr Superior t6 
Wales* in extent and fertility 2 * and. they 
ftrangely convert a geographical pbferVation 
into a theological error. When I refcolleflf 
that the imputation of a fimilar* error was em- 
ployed by the implacable Calvin; to precipi- 
tate land to juftify the executioh.of S6r<retu$? 
I muft applaud the felicityof this cquhtry, ahdt 
bf this age, which has difarmed,* 1 it It toolcf 
hot rrfoHify, the fiercenefs of ecdSGaftltal cri^ 
ticifm '(fee £)iftionnaire Critique i^CHiuffepi^ 
torn, ivrf p. 223), ^ ! . " 

Als I had compared the narrtito 1 ''extent of 
Phdenfehi and Paleftine with the Important blefj 
ftrrgs'tirttch thofe celebrated itouhtrles Haddif-' 
fufedovertherett of the?earth; thii^Wiinute fiie 

8 Remarks, p. 1. 1 Gibbon, p. 30. 

* 4 became 
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became an objeft not of cenfure but of praifo 

Ingentes animos anguiio In pe&ore vcrfant. 
The precife meafure of Paleftine was taken 
from Templeman's Survey of the Globe : he 
allows to Wales 701 1 fquare Englifli miles, to 
• the Morea, or Peloponnefus, 7220, to the Se- 
ven United Provinces 7546, arid to Judaea or 
Paleftine 7600. The difference is not very 
confiderablfc, and if any of thefe countries has 
bees magnified beyond its real fiz'e, Afia is 
more liable than Europe to have been affe&ed 
by the inaccuracy of Mr. Templeman's maps. 
To the authority of this modern furvey, I flball 
only add the ancient and weighty teftimony of 
Jerom, who pafled in Paleftine above thirty 
years of* his life. From Dan to Berfliebah, the 
two fixed and proverbial boundaries of the Holy 
Land, he reckons ho more than one hundred 
and fixty mileS (Hieronym. ad Dardanum, 
torn. iii. p< 66), arid the breadth of Paleftine 
cannot by any expedient be ftretched to one 
half of its length (fee Reland, Paleftin. 1. ii* 
c. 5. p. 421). 

The degrees and limits of fertility cannot 
be afcertained with the ftri& fimplicity of geo- 
graphical meafures. Whenever we fpeak of 
the produ&ions of the earth in different cli- 
mates, our ideas muft be relative, our expref- 
fions vague and doubtful ; nor can we always 
X diftinguilh 
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diftinguifh between the gifts of Natui* and 
the rewards of Induftry. The Emperor Fre- 
derick II. the enemy and the vi&im of the 
Clergy, is accufed of faying, after his return 
from his Crufade, that the God of the Jews 
would have defpifed his pronaifed land, if he 
had once feen the fruitful realms of Sicily 
and Naples (fee Gianhone Iftoria Civile del 
Regno di Napoli, torn. ii. p. 245), this raillery, 
which malice has perhaps falfely imputed to 
Frederick, is inconfiftent with truth and piety \ 
yet it muft be confefled, that the foil of Pale- 
ftine does not contain that inexhauftiblc, and 
as it were fpontaneous principle of fecundity 
which under the moft unfavourable circura- 
ftance has covered with rich harvefts the banks 
of the Nile, the fields of Sicily, or the plains 
of Poland. The Jordan is the only navigable 
river of Paleftine : a confiderable part of the 
narrow fpace is occupied, or rather loft, in the 
Dead Sea y whofe horrid afpeft infpires every 
fenfation of difguft, and countenances every 
tale of horror. The diftri&s which border on 
Arabia partake of the fandy quality of the ad- 
jacent defert. The face of the country, except 
the fea-coaft and the valley of the Jordan, is 
covered with mountains, which appear for the 
moft part as naked and barren rocks ; and in 
the neighbourhood of Jerufalem there is a real 

fcarcity 
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fcarcity of the two elements of earth and wa- 
ter (fee Maundrel's Travels, p. 65, and Re- 
land Paleftin. torn, 5. p. 238—395).. Thefe 
difadvantages, which now operate in their 
fiillefl extent, were formerly corrected by the 
labours of a numerous people, and the a<5tive 
protection of a wife government. The hills 
were cloathed with rich beds of artificial mould, 
the rain was collected in vaft citterns, a fup- 
ply of frefh water was conveyed by pipes and 
aquedu&s to the dry lands, the breed of cattle 
was encouraged in thofe parts which were not 
adapted for tillage, and alrnoft every fpot was 
compelled to yield fome production for the ufe 
of the inhabitants. (See the fame teftimonies 
and obfervations of Maundrel and Reland). 

- Pater ipfe colendi 

Hand fadlem cflc viaxn vol nit, primufque per artem 
Movit agros ; curia acuens mortalia corda 
Nec torpere gravi paifas sua Rich a vcterno. 

Such are the ufeful viftories which have been 
atchieved by Man on the lofty mountains of 
Switzerland, along the rocky coaft of Genoa, 
and upon the barren hills of Paleftine; and 
fince Wales has flourifhed under the influence 
of Englifh freedom, that rugged country has 
furely acquired fome fhare of the fame induf- 
trious merit and the fame artificial fertility. 

Xz Thofe 
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Thofe Critics who interpret the comparifon of 
Paleftine and Wales as a tacit libel on the for- 
mer, are themfelves guilty of an unjuft fatire 
againft the latter of thofe countries. Such is 
the injuftice of Mr, Apthorpe and of the ano- 
nymous Gentleman : but if Mr. Davis (as we 
may fufpeft from his name) is himfelf of Cam- 
brian origin, his patriotifm on this occafion 
has prote&ed me from his zeal. 

Page iai. 
Yet I lhall not attempt to conceal a formi- 
dable army of Chriftians and even of Martyrs, 
which is ready to inlift under the banners of the 
confederate Do&ors, if they will accept their 
fervice. As a fpecimen of the extravagant 
legends of the middle age, I had produced the 
inftance of ten thoufand Chriftian foldiers fup- 
pofed to have been crucified on Mount Ararat, 
by the order either of Trajan or Hadrian \ 
For the mention and for the confutation of this 
ftory, I had appealed to a Papift and a Pro- 
teftant, to the ^earned Tillernont (Mem. Ec- 
clcfialt. torn, ii. part ii. p. 438), a^d to the 
diligent Geddes (Mifcellanies, vol. ii. j). 203), 
and when Tillemont was not afr.aid to fay that 
there are few hiftories which appear more fa- 

1 Gibbon, p. 654. note 74. 

bulousj 
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bulous, I was not afhamed of difmifling the Fa** 
bk with filcnt contempt. We may trace the de- 
grees of fiftion as well as thofe of credibility, and 
the impartial. Critic will not place on the fame 
level the baptifm of Philip and the donation of 
Conftantine. But in confidering the crucifix- 
ion of the ten thoufand Chriftian foldiers, we 
are not reduced to the neceflity of weighing 
any internal probabilities, or of dilproving any 
external teftimonies. This legend, the ab- 
furdity of which muft ftrike every rational mind, 
ftands naked and unfupported by the authority 
of any writer who lived within a thoufand years 
of the age of Trajan, and has not been able to 
obtain the poor fan&ion of the uncorrupted 
Martyrologies which were framed in the moll 
credulous period of Ecclefiaftical Hiftory. 
The two Protcftant Do&ors will probably re- 
jeft the unfubftantial prefent which has been 
offered them j yet there is one of my adverfa- 
ries, the annonymous Gentleman, who boldly de- 
clares himfelf the votary of the ten thoufand 
Martyrs, and challenges me " to difcredit a 
€€ ^act which hitherto by many has been 
cc looked upon as well eftabliftied 2 ." It is 
pity that a prudent confeflbr did notwhifper 
in his ear, that, although the martyrdom of 

* Remarks, p, 659 66, 67, 

thefc 
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thefe military Saints, like that of the e leven 
thoufand Virgins, may contribute to the edifi- 
cation of the faithful, thefe wonderful tales 
ihould not be raflily expofed to the jealous 
and inquifitive eye of thofe profane Critics* 
wfrofe examination always precedes, and fome- 
timet checks* their Religious Affent. 



FINIS. 



ERRATA. 

6. Line 7. for erhrt'wal, read mifekhvun* 
at. S. for Ao-fl-y^sf, read Ar<ruf*s* 
39. iS. for bad, read bos. 
4$. 14. after jfry?, infert that. 
74. 27. for devotions, tobicb, read Saint*, wfai 

76. 11. for htfenmt, read H^ijUuiuu 

77. 7. for by, read /o. 

79, 5. after ptrfuaded* inftrt fiaf* 
Si. 21. after afflaufe, infert and* 
57. 17. foruw, read tMrr. 
sil* read Jfywagogma 

N. B. If any other errors of the preis ihould be detected, I can onjj im- 
plore tbe mercy of my Critic* 5 and I muft now lament that the name, or 
rather the provincial appellation of Holitsmvi (Luke of Hdfti*) ftffrid 
4gfin have been mftaken by the Fritter. 
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